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\ DEFENCE of the Cavear, | 
in Anſwer to Mr. REED's © 


m ſo well acquainted with Mr. Reed, that I am 
* GE ſure he did not expect Mr. V. ſhould take any No- 
| lr = tice of his Pamphlet. I hape then, ( tho? I ams his 
FJ 72-707) he will not take If as an Affront if I give 
it a fair Anſwer. Ar 
MANY Perſons judg'd the Tary Principles were 
it their Achme before Mr. R's Reply came forth, and that they 
ad ran up ſo high, without a Foundation, that they muſt fall in 
n very ſhort time; for, Vis ſine Conſilio Mole ruit fua + Indeed, 
yhen I conſider, how ſome of our Prelatical Neighbours | for 
hey diſdain to be calld Our Bret hren] have ſcrew'd up their No- 
tions too high to harmonize with Scripture or Reaſon, are forced 
to a Million of Shifts and Subterfuges; when I obſerve, how ſoon 
they ſee Occaſion to twiſt, how thick they double, and, in ſhort, 
or common *tis for them to work themſelves into a Labyrinth, I 
WE:nmot choofe but nile But when I obſerve, with what Labour, 
Heat and Diligence they do it, then indeed it moves my Pity : 
et again, when I ſee them Strut and look Big in the mid'ſt of n, 
t has a natural Tendency to excite one's Scorn; did not the Ho- 
jour of the Gown, at the ſame Time, plead for ſome Reſpect. 
IT would be entertaining enough, methinks, to obſerve, how 
theſe Cholerick Gentlemen chronically heat and cool, riſe and fall. 
am apt to think, were ſuch Obſervations collected, and dige - 
Jed into a Table, it would be of good Uſe to intorm us of their 
erodical Times. By this Mean, I do not deſpair of being able 
o predict, when Pamphlets of any particular Degree of Light, 
at and Influence, will appear: And thus, in a ſhort Time, we = 
all wait tor the Return pe ll with the ſame unconcerd EE. 
ecaation, as Phioophers do for that of Comets: Still adgur: _ Fa 
"4d of what /Uſe they are, and why they ſhould be mid RE | 
ugh, when they have ſo much _ Aſpect of Hell. ; | 
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SINCE my Remembrance, their Choler has riſen from Maj 


h le Of t 
contents to Fanaticts and Rebels : Thence it ſwell d up to c der'detl 
brecariO Us. 


| maticks : At length ih boils over into Athei8?, Turk, Inj; 
|  Heathen,. &c. Yea, I find, not Tong fince, it was up to TU are Me 


SIN AGAINST THE HOLY GHOST. Since that, od late Sect, 

| made a bold Stroke, and charged us downright with ref uch, till 

H gocriſi. But my a> Fien. our Author, well knowing be fir 

* *  Fhcſe Things were too hot to hold long, has ſunk confiderablyMſi 4rticle; 
__ andyego down into ſome ſort of Confcience, and tells us fred is 1aid 

we may be CHRISTIANS, yea MARTYRS too. We than e Cz 


him : But whether this Conceſſion was not made for the Sake offMÞ,bapti/u1; 
1 
0 this © 
My Kite 


NOW then to the Pamphlet before us: And, that I may nd 


| land, 229 
be guilty of what Mr. A---- calls Skips, Strides and Leap el Bad 
will begin very religioully at the Title Page. We Bi ( 

A Reply to ---- a Caveat, &c. In a Letter to 4 urch may 
o % 
© p confeſs, J was a little at a ſtand, when I ſaw In a Letter reply: 
4 Friend. For, you muſt know, when the Caveat came-tonhrrehention 
Mr. Reedwas a little troubled that it ſhould be publiſhd under ii oe /ave 

Name of a Letter: When any one (ſaid he) might ſee it was but ether a Pe: 
Sham, aud a little tricking Word to deceive the numberleſs Vu book dö u 
gar. In fine; He judg'd it to be 4 ſort of 4 Lye : And this, os at 2 C. 
doubt, at firſt confirm d the New Convert in the old inſtild e to do, 
tion, that though Preſbyterians will not Swear, they arts, 
Vell: I read on, and found. -A Commoner of Baliol.Coπα] EA, wh 
Oæon. Sure, thought I, tis the ſame Man, but he has alter dn Unbapti: 
Princip les ſince he read the Caveat. I ſhould have thaught, Worn trom 
"deed, that a Commoner of Raliol-College had been above fit the Off 
Weakneſſes and Seruples': Rut, confidering I was lately into eο̃u d, 

by an Oæonian, that their Studies did not turn upon DivniWrclaſting 
tis ſomewhat the more excuſable. However it be, he has bei and his Fa 
antorm'd his Conſcience, and now, without Remorſe, writ dd'ſt fate] 

Reply m a Letier to a Friend. Now he can talk two difen be Red Se 


kech thee 
le, being 
ark of Ch 
paſs the V. 
One to th 
e brieſt tha 
r His owr 


loly Churc 


Mas (10 a Friend, and againſt an Adverſary) at the fa 

Time; and therefore, I hope, is not atraid he {hall be hiſ#dfa 

Fool Though, it muſt be confeſs d, he has not yet learn d te 

it with an Air Put that may come by Uſe, and the Hep 
PLAIN TRUTH. And ſo much for the Title Page. 

THE Author of the Caveat had ſaid, that © RenouncingM 

© bvterian Baptiſim was inconſiſtent with their own Prayeh 


(which ſhall be farther proved by and by) ecutrary 48, 


tan of the whole Chriſtian' VVorld (of which: anm) at 4% 
chi der'd the Chriſtianity of the Members of their own Church | 


del recari0UE- 5 This Aſſertion ſuppoſes two Things: (I.) That = 
are Members of the Church of England, who, according to | . 
„ente ect, are unbaptized. (2.) That, in the Senſe. of that 1 
ch, til a Perſon is baptized, he is not accounted à Chxiſti- | 1 
be firſt, no one denies: The latter was proved from the — 
ab &rticle; from the (ce of Publick Baptiſm, where a Per- "+ 
rec aid to be zngrafted into the Church by Baptiſm ; and 
hank e Catechiſm, woerein Children are taught to ſay, that, 
ke pm, they are made Members of Christ; that is, Chri- 


0 this Mr. Reed anſwers: Tis true, that Baptiſm is an ini. 
my Kite 3 and that, in the Apprebenſim of the Church of 
plant, 222 ne can be admitted, and made a Member of Chriſt's 
cal Bud, wr a Chriſtian in a pertect, proper Senſe, without 
Bit ( adds he) ffall we may jay, that 4 Penſon out of the 
urch may he ſafe, yruided he doth not obſtinately refuſe to 


- » mto it, when he ma v. | N | | Aft; 51 
reply: The Queſtion is not, VVhether a Perſon, who, in the 
fon rehenlion of the Church of England, is out of the Church, 


y oe ſaved 2. ( for that he muſt mean by may be ſafe) But 
tether a Perſon who is, in her Apprehenſion, unbaptized, is by 


bold upon as a Chriſtian? And here our Author conteſſes, 
„st 4 Chriſtian in 2 pr per Senſe. VVell then, without any 
eto do, properly ſpeaking, the Chriſtianity of ſuch a one is 
Ions, as the Caveat aſlerted. A DD; 
de EV, whether the Church of England thinks the Condition of 
d Unbaptized fe, may well be doubted, and will be beſt 


on trom what he fays of them. Let us therefore ſec what 
e OW the Office of Baptiſus will afford in this Matter. The Prieſt 
tym d, before Baptiſm, to pray thus: „ Almighty and 
twerlafting GOD, who, of thy great Mercy, did'ſt {ave Noah 
ad his Family, in the Ark, from-neriſhing by Water, and alſo 
adſt ſafely lead the Children of! Iſrael, thy People, through 
the Red Sea, figuring: thereby thy holy Baptiſm; ---- we be- 
kech thee ---= ſan &ity [ this Child ] with the Holy Ghoſt, that 
ie, being delivered from thy Wrath, may be received into the 


10088 4: of Chriſt's Church; and being ſtedfaſt in Faith ---- may 16 
ip Wh 12's the Waves of this troubleſome World, that finally he may 


One to the Land of Everlaſting Life; &c. ? After Baptiſin, 


1 Prieſt thanks G OD, © that he has been pleaſed to receive him 
Og” bis own Child by Adaption, and to incorporate him into his 
p church. And, when the Miniſter declares the Validity 
b fl | 


of 


. 
” 
4 5 


| T7 
to die bt 


ally baptized: So that, if any of them happen'd 

e that Time, the Will was leſs for Deed z 
1 that for this very good Reaſon, becauſe by Death, they wers 
acitated for it. VVhereas thoſe Perſons of the Church of 
ried, who have not received what Mr. Reed thinks: the only 
gland, u. 4 : 

e and valid Baptiſm, deſpiſe and paſs it over, and run up toy 
and drink at, the Altar, without receiving the waſbing ( that 
eſary Preparation) at the Font. M 

| conclude then, that the Church of England thinks Baptiſm 
eſary, where it may be had, becauſe She ſays ſo. By Con» 
ences that Propoſition aſſerted by the Author of the Caveat 
undentably true, viz. that fo renounce Preſbyterian LO. 
ers the Chriſtianity of the Members of their own rch 
carious, according to her own Principles; becauſe, there 
Multitudes of her Members, who (if we may believe 


a Reed) are not, and that not becauſe they cannot, but 
a auſe they will not, be Baptized ; which is ſo far from being 
el, that tis directly contrary, to the Caſe of the Catechu- 


BUT, after all, ſuppoſe the Church means no | mote than 
. Reed does, (which I ſhould never have gueſs'd by her Ex- 
ons) yet ſtill the Members of the Church of England are in 


: And, if our Chriſtianity is precarious, as has been frequent · 


in and boldly aſſerted, and upon Suppoſition of which the Ca. 
(argues; then, I fay, fo is the Chriſtianity of Thouſands of 
* de who are accounted Members, yea and of many who are 


pyernours, of their own Church: Which is all that was ever 
ed, or aimed at, by the Aſſertion we have now vindica- 


BUT Mr. Reed is reſolved to be over kind to his new Cu- 
ers, though they ſhould be down-right Preſbyterians : For 
he) If be [i. e. thePerſon unbaptized, or out of the Church] 
been ſerious and ſincere in his Examination, we have no 


= to deſpair of him, though he ſhould allow Baptiſm by 


. fi be was afraid to receive either of the Sacraments, he may 

be intitled --- to the Chiefeft Promiſe in the Chriſtian Co- 
ent. p. 6. Well then; this we have to truſt to at laſt: 
r could be proved, that we were never any of us bapti- 
1 ve may be intitled to the ChiefeF Promiſe of the Co- 
7 


ant: And what, I beſeech him, can be a greater Evidence 


ve are zn the Covenant? Then, though we have not what 
ft, . Reed accounts to be Sacraments, yet we have, at worſt, 
1 a what 


better Condition than we poor, hated, deſpiſed Diſſenters - 
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nd. - and though it were upon a falſe Principle, 
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| 4 . - Eat 2 1 5F oF 
what Wethink to be ſo: Ind therefore, 'otir Neglect ( rk 
one) cannot ſpring from a Contempt of the Ordinance." . F co 
Juently, by his own Confeflion, we have what will anf Churcl 
Ends of the Sacraments, and bring us as ſafe and comfortabj ; upon t 
Heaven, as their Sacraments will them. And then we can e e 01 
a Right to that Promiſe in the 28th of Matthew, as "Well LI Churc 
HO S, you ſee, Mr. Reed ſeems very obliging : But it lil * 
not well be avoided, For ſo many had Conform'd who had THIS 
been Rebaptiz d, that he was forced, in Civility, to attempii and 
Vindication of them; that the Chriſtianity of thoſe of h „ Lat. 
Number might not, at leaſt on his Principles, ſcem hazard ps 
Jet what he gives them and zs with one Hand, he is Caretul with Mr. 
fratch away with the other. For, though he fays, we hay byterian 4 
Promiſe that may be ſafely defended upon ;- and, a0 n a brain 172%; 
grudge- us, in the next Page adds, we may be intitled u Hume 
Chrefen Promiſe of the Chriſticn Covenant ; yet he tells e the Ba 
that we are ont of the Church ; and p. 5. that we have 10 Geogra 
to the Covenanted Niercy of GO D. Truths, the more Wi. __ ar 
look like Contradictions, are tle more ſurprizing : And ht aga 
knows, but Mr. Reed may have a Way to reconcile thee] piſcopal 
ſertions that the World kiows not of: Therefore 1 0 


| 3 nM p to the! 
in his next REPLY, he would explain his Meanin „ onſtratioi 
- BEFORE I diſmiſs this remarkable Paſſage, I thall r an A7 


bold to obſerve one Mittake more. Perhaps (faith Mr, Jill 5 5: 7, 
he means they are Pagans, as they have no Right to thi N w 
ve nanted Mercy of God. He means! Who means? The elans, J: 
ther of the Caveat doubtleſs he intends : But alas! Por .: Eaſt 
this is one of his Weakneſſes, which, if but a Child; hull Cophtie 
fed him in drawing up his Letter, would not have app; Ethopiz 
Fny ore, upon Requeſt, would have told him, the Fug premacy 
the Caveat never ſaid, that Perſons who are not baptized Cle) wide 
"Pagans : No, No; he only in this complies with the Hung. opal, 
: of thoſe (by uling their Own Words ) who always . Vould he t. 
ſpeak terribie, even when ſo few join them. Our Aut 1 ontroverſi 
bles frequently, I find, into the ſame Miſtake 3 and mor PE Rome lef 
may have Occaſion to take ſome farther Notice of it Men by 725 
ter. Not that I ſhall endeavour . to trace all his Veste them? 
or pick out his Contradi&ions, on Purpoſe to laugh àt thei tell him he 
leave that to the facetious Reader, For my Part, it I 7 ot what he 
moderate Room to paſs by, or can get ſafely over, I ſhalt] ppens to k 
no Notice of them; becauſe tis the Heft Letter he ever W deen al 
and may be the /a#: and indeed, that theſe Papers * 
well ver much beyond tke Bounds I have alotted ug 


k tiſns performꝰd by a Preſbyterian Miniſter is a Thing direct- 


Church And that the Senſe and Practice of all the Churches 
upon the Face of the Earth muſt be a mighty Prejudice againſt 
the Opinion of this upſtart Se&. By Catholick Church, and 
Churches, (quoth the pe] Mr. W. can only, according 
o his own Scheme, mean the Reform d, vhs have a Preſbyterian 
Government. ee ME e DI 01TOLY 1 

THIS is certainly ſomething very deep, or very ſhallow, He 
means only the Reform d Churches, tho? he expreſly ſays, Greeks 
nd Latius, Proteſtants and Papiſts! Tl own, our Authour 
has an uncommon Penetration, when he can prove it inconſiſtent 
ith Mr. s. Scheme to mean more than Proteſtants ot a Preſ- 
yterian Government. Yes, (ſays he) The Churches of Italy, 


" 


9 L 4 Hungary, are Epiſcopal. Right 3 and Al own the Validity 


e the Baptiſm he has renounced, Nevertheleſs, he go's on with 
1 b Geography: To which we may add the vai? Empire of Ruſ- 


Ia---- and thoſe Parts of the Reform, that are Epi ſcopal. 


piſcopal moſt certainly are 1,0 2 apt Had Mr. Reed kept 
p to theſe Perfection-Truths, which are as much above De- 
onſtration as they are beyond Contradiction, he had no need 
ar an Anſwerr. „ Bitz $12 
LET us alſo add to them the whole Greek Church, L As 
Nu was not a Part of it] the Armenians, Georgians, Min- 
clans, Jacobites, the Chriſtians of St. Thomas and St. John 
the Eaſt-Indies, and other Eaſtern Churches, the African 7oo, 
Cophties in Egypt, and the great Empire of the Abyſſinrs 
a Etiopia; al which are Epiſcopal, and never own'd the 
upremacy of Rome, All this, if it were true, would be hea- 
aly wide from the Purpoſe. For what tho* they were all 
piſcopal, and never, any of em, own'd the Pope's Supremacy ? 
Would he thence infer, they are on his Side, with reſpect to the 
ontroverſy in hand? If ſo, he might as well ſay, the Church 
Rome is on his Side iff this Point, tho? ſhe admits Baptiſms 
yen by Tz1yþs and Pagans to be valid: If not, why do's he 
te them? Did he deſign it to ſhow his Learning? Then 
tell him he is the unhappieſt Man in his Choice of a Subject. 
or what he aſſerts of this long Catalogue moſt untortunately 
pens to be all falſe. Al] that can ſupport him is, that if it 
al been all _—_ could _—_ done him no Service. 


* 


« 1y contrary to the Practice and Opinion of the Catholick 


rain intire, with the Popiſh Part of Germany, France, Poland, 


debt again: Ria and thoſe Parts of the Refornvd that are 
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SECTION I. The Caveat fays, 4 The annulling ah BF. 
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{1.] They are nota Epiſcopal, as he aſſerts. For, firſt, ti .]].] _ - 
| FA LR bare the Mingrelian Churches are Epiſcopal in Mr, Reel) Pla, 
Senſe of the Word. For, tho? they have whom they call Wo" £71! 
yet *tis very uncertain whether they have their Orders deri 
down, in a conſtant Succeſſion, from the Apoſtles, yea, whe 
they have any Ordination at all. Father Zampy, (a) ink 


e Folloy 
ing Epif 


: * hey 
on Chardin's Travels, expreſſes himſelf very dolefully a at t 
= Condition of the Mm 3 — Prieſts, © GOD only hn a 
„ (ſays he) the deplorable State in which theſe miſerabſe fi ol * 
are, becauſe they cannot but be uncertain of their Prleſtha 17 ay; 
c For they are Ordain'd by Biſhops, who perhaps are not bay Sr of 
rech or if baptized, yet they are not conſecrated 3 and ii der are bt 
& Prieſts themſelves ſometimes are not baptized, w hich „ 0G 
& the Validity of their Prieſthood very doubtful. ? Tis dot heonly' 
ful alſo whether the great Empire of the Abyſſenes in * ode 
thiopia (as he expreſſes it) is, in this Senſe, Epiſcopal, Ty ER che 
tho the Clergy are in Subjection to the ABUNA, (as Ty 1 
their Metropolitan) who 15 conſecrated by rhe Patriars l . 4; 
Alexandria, yet, if we conſider the deſpicable and fhatte| BUT f 
State of that Church, and how tis moſt deplorably infult IT. « 
and perſecuted by the Turks, who neither ſuffer them tof en 
build, nor ſo much as repair their Churches, which * e 2 
all deſtroy'd or very near to Ruin, it's very hard oy Pe AND no 
that, during ſuch an Expiring State of ages beter h. 
the Succeſſion ſhould have been kept intire: And i my a this fir 
Conſequence not in Habeſſinia, which derives it, as we "IM; {101017 
ſeen, trom them. And thoſe Metropolitans, who . oer 7 
crared for the Habeſſines, are thought to be bh da 
Iify'd if they can but write and read; no matter whether tif aße 
have any extraordinary Knowledge of the „ 3 ro be fl 
They have been fo notoriouſly ignorant, and ys * wheres 
lizent of their Paſtoral Charge, that (ſays my (5) HY band a 2 
„% Unleſs the IC EG VE, | The Govemour of the Mon al) en ber 
< their Aſſiſtance, had taken ſome care of the Church, all! * by ſhoot f 
&« of Religion had falPn to the Grouud long cer this. 8 , 
can it be ſuppoſed, that, in ſuch an almoſt total Ne nounce wh, 
Diſcipline and Order, they kept up a regular Admiſſion o 5 TRI 
by Epiſcopal Ordination? ?T1s not likely. Therefore he ), they 
that when any of the Habeſſine Prieſts came over to t bo Cn 


miſo Faith they were NE 1 (c) wy 


wt; e | ; MT. 0 WW 

a) Voyages de Mr. Chev. Chardin, Pt, 1. p. 109. 
A : 5) Ludotph. Hiſt. of Ethiopia, p. 306, 307. (6) 
P. 30% 340. | 
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Fg, what can ſcarce be ſuppoſed, that they have a regu- 
Topal Succeſſion, what Advantage is. © bs him? Still, 
ner all his Struggle, bis Aſſertion is falſe. For, ſecondly, 
e Followers of St. John, in the Eaft-Indies, are ſo far from ha- 
ing Epiſcopal Ordination or Baptiſm, in Mr. Reed's Senſe, 
at they are in no Senſe Chriſtians, no, nor Co they as much as 
wfeſs to be ſuch. They obtam'd the Name from nothing but 
xr Superſtitious Adoration of, and Regard to, the Crofs. Chrii? 
deed they own; but ris, as the Turks do, to have been a Pro- 
bet ent from G O D, but neither their Prince nor their Saviour. 
Sm of GO D they acknowledge; but *tis the Angel Gabriel. 
ber are baptiz'd, 'tis true, and that every Year, hutꝰ' tis into the 
me of GOD only. They are Diſciples of John the Baptif?, who 
the only Saint, of that Name, they ever heard of: And indeed they 
ow no other but Zacharias and Elizabeth, their Maſter's Parents. 
& for the Holy-GhoF, they know not whether there be any. 
I'd, from what has been faid, if the | 2 ] Hiſtorian had not 
ention'd it, you might eaſily gueſs they had no Bible. 
BUT [ 2. } neither is the other Aſſertion true, viz. That they 
| | þ. e. The fore-cited Catalogue of Churches] never om 
y Supremacy of Rome: For the | þ Habeſſines once did, and 
e Chriſtians of [] St. Thomas do at this Day, ev 
AND now, is not our Authour a Pretty Hiſtorian, think Ye? He 
d better have kept within the narrow Limits of his own Church, 
n thus ſtraggle abroad and loſe himſelf: Let, rather than loſe 
Honour of having read fo many hard Names, he is reſolv*d to 
n the riſque of a Stumble and repeat them, tho? wich juſt as 
uch Advantage, and as little to the Purpoſe, as he quotes the 
mods afterwards, 
TO be ſhort : Will he ſay, that any of thoſe Churches re- 
unce the Paptiſm which he hath renounced? If he will, we 
mand a Proof ot it, and are ready to examine it. Any thing 
e will be to no purpoſe, unleſs to let one ſee how wide a Man 
ay ſhoot from his Aim. To ſay, They are not govern'd by 
ebyters, and / can have no Preſbyterian Baptiſm, and cannot 
nounce what they never had, is intolerably mean and trifling. 
it all, or any, of 'em, allow Lay-Baptiſm (if but ex por? 
2), they allow, to be ſure, Preibyterian Baptiſin, at leuſt 
tle ſame Reaſon; and theretore would not repeat it, it they 
namong them; and, by-Conſequence, condemn him. | 
=. : 'B 2 ; THE 
Le] Voyage du Chev. Chardin en Perſe, &c. Pt. 4. p. 31 
l. | 5] Iudolph. Hift. of Ethiopia, P. 339, 340. [e] Ross 
of all Religions, § 14. Queſt. 11. No. 3d. Prercwood- of 
 Drverſity of Religions, c. 25. p. 146, 147: 
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I THE. e and Mingrelians have aud be | not C 
+ Bapriſin;; For the [4] Godfather anoints and baptizeth tell tie Ly. 


Infant, not the Prieft. The Prieſt does not touch it, nor eds as N. 
nounce any Word during the Office: Lea, there are ven uch, w 


of the Prieſts who [U know the Form of Baptiſin. Ig enter- 
the Cophti, L own, they do not allow Baptiſm, ro. be valid, Catalog 
not adminiſter'd by the Prieſt: But their Judgment can be er mn 


Prejudice cn either Side; for they do not allow it to be yal 
tho done by a Prieſt, neſs in the [e] Church; which, 
much affects our Adverſaries as UD. | 


t all, or 
imitro? I 
rrupted t. 


BUT he ſays, Tho" all the Churches upon Earth hp] reh of 1 
only allow, but command, Lay-Baptiſm, yet their Senſe beef, {pe 
Practice is only a Prejudice again them upon the Score of almoſt in 
nouncing Lay-Baptiſm, True; if he {ſhould EVP all, counced] 1 
would be but all loſt. But what has he been doing for mathe State 
than Jen Pages together, I alk him, but endeavouring to reno become r 
this Prejudice? It theſe Churches are a Prejudice againſt him uM their Reli 
the Score of reuouncing Lay-Bajtiſm, it muſt be on the Scored the 7:7 +; 
Freſbyterion Baptiſm alſo, unleſs he will ſay, This is more duh vho!ly de 
ous than the former. Yea, (if it were) I ſay, the Print s alioget! 


Church [d] allow'd the Baptiſin of Hereticks and Sciſmatia 
to be valid, provided it was adminiſter'd in the Name and Fait 
of the Father, Son, and Holy-GhoS? : And I hope Mr. Reed 1 
_—_ remembers» our Form of Baptifm to deny it to be 80 
tur). 45 c 
AFTER he had (for his own private Satisfaction) told u 
that all the Churches which he had reckon'd up were Epiſcopu 
he proceeds to be Magiſterial, and very pertly aſks, Since ti 
are no Preſbyterian Miniſters in mot of thoſe Clnerches, mil 
wat Honeſty it could be ſaid, that Annulling all Baptiſins 
form'd by a Preibyterian Miniſter is directly contrary to the N 
ctice and Opinion ot the Catholick Church? 4 
T H( this had not (as in Effect it has) been obviated juſt i 
yet it would have been Time enough to reply to this mode 
Queſtion, when he had prov'd the contrary : In the mean Tine 
anſwer, with as much Honeſty, as Arch-Biſhop Whitgift Tadli 
ſame [e], and pleaded the univerſal Practice of all ChurdWong the wy, 
Antient and Modern, to prove, That the Being of a Sacra e nd 
1 1 5; Caſe of A 
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[a] Vorages de Mr. Ie Chev. Chardin, Pt. 1. . 19 EF 155 Ih 
5 29 [C Brerewood of the Niver/ity of Religions. C. 1 
No. 2. [4] Bingham's Scholaſt. Hiſt. of Lay-Bap. ſe Vi 


gift's Def. of the Anſwer te the Admonit. Tract. , p. 518. 
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the Upper . Houſe of Convocation, who ſpake it in as plain 
ords as Mr. V. And are not theſe pretty Godly Sons of the 
Durch, who will ſtab thro' all the Biſhops to make a Paſs at one 
enter? With what Honeſty, rather L aſk, did he introduce 
Catalogue of Churches, and tell us, they were Epiſcopal, aud 
wr own d the Pope's Supremacy? Was not this an r tvs 
t all, or moſt of, thoſe Churches had retain'd Epiſcopacy and 
mitrv2 Purity together? Whereas, Churches can hardly be more 
nupted than moſt of them are, (I do not know, whether the 
urch of Rome it ſelf may be excepted) : “ For (ſays Hoorn- 
leb, ſpeaking of the Greek Churches) Religion ſeems to be 
almoſt intirely confined to Europe, the Hebrews having re- 
nounced it, and the Greeks almoſt neglected it (5). And now 
the State of the Greek Churches and of the Eaſtern Chriſtians is 
become moſt deplorable, their Souls as well as their Bodies, 
[their Religion as well as their Eſtates, being become a Prey to 
the 1:rÞs (c). Aud as for the Nuſſians, they are (as one yy 
wholly devoted to their own Ignorance and Education, (which 
5 aliogether illiterate and rude, both in Civil and Eccleſi aſti- 
cal \fairs) and look upon Learning as a nie The 
de of the Georgians, Mingrelians, &c. is ſtill worſe, as may 
ſcen in their Hiſtories (e). Farther: Does not Mr. Reed ſeem 
nfinuate, that all, or moſt of, thoſe Churches renounce Preſ< 
terian Baptiſm ? Whereas he has not offer d one Word for the 
bo of it, but that they are Epiſcopal ; which, as to moſt of 
em, we {hall not, and indeed could we, we have no Occaſion to, 
y. 1 | 
BUT, that he might, after all this pure Flouriſh, ſeem to be- 
n ſome Buſineſs, he at length, p. J. 15 reſolv'd, hit or miſs, to 
ike one Attempt upon the Greek and Mzſcouite Churches, and 
reſt them from us; and that meerly by the Strength ot one Quo- 
non from Arcudius + I ſhall, therefore, briefly examine what 
r. E. ſays about theſe Churches, and then give you their own 
ale touching Lay-Baptiſm. 12 
FOR the firſt: He makes one Spur at Mr. Bingham, and, 
ong the any Writers, whom he produceth to prove, that the 
fee and Muſcovite Churches allow Baptiſm by Lay-Men, in 
e Caſe of Neceſſity, he choſes out Dr. Smith and Arcudius, on 
wpoſe to make them claſh, and give it on which fide he py | 
| | es. 
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0% L. 11. Principio. p. 834. (c) Ibid. 949. (d) The pre- 


if Stzte of Ruffia. p. 2. (e) Voyage du Chr. Chardin en Perſe, 
J. p 152248. | 
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EY COm/ 
ſes. Pag. 8. He offers the Teſtimony of Arcudius, to prof boat. 
that, for the moft Part, all Grecia, Ruflia, Muſcovia, G. AND 
rat her ſuffer their Children to die without Baptiſm, than dauert of G 
ædminiſter'd by any but a Prieft. © ns co te] 
I have not Arcudius by me, and therefore cannot examine ¶ become 
uotation: But, I am ſute, Gabriel Severus, Arch. Biſhop oi ed on 
Philadelphia, in his Diſcourſe of the Sacraments, ſays, thy ey ſay, 
when 4 Priei? is not preſent, a Lay-Man, or a Woman, ul. hers d 
 Gaptize © And this Arcudius himſelt quotes (a). Now, ti by ey have 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that Gabriel gave the Senſe of that Cu ”, as F. 
in his Days: And ſhall we oppoſe the ſingle Teſtimony of en de 
dius not only to him, but to all who have written of the other 4 
and Practice of the Cree Church in this Point? Yea, 1 am a Dutch, w. 
to think tis not ſo difficult to give ſome probable Reaſon of HI 5, 
cuclins's Miſtake. Some Authors tell us, that indeed many Hdd thei 
People,think a Prieſt ſo abſolutely neceſſary, that, in the pred ubtlets c 
Extremity, they will not permit Baptiſm to be adminifterd h ey reject 
any other (V) But, I am ſure, Mr. Reed will not ſay, that M-17;; 
Opinion of any Church is to be meaſured by the Pradtice of tl AND, 7 
Pulgar, eſpecially when in Oppoſition to publick Canons, after Mr. 
I proceed, in the 2d Place, to produce ſome Teſtimonies, Med the ot 
prove 1t to be the Fe DINER - = = auto by las the .- 
mit Lay-Baptiſm, in the 2bſence of a Prieſt, 8c. as lawful ul 
author led. F 5 Sith aſi {a us, that * e 1 
Tom puibliſtid for the Uſe of the Common People recommend Wl" © 7 
PreBice 2 e, e and adds, that it has EVER! * 
WHERE obtain d. (c) Jeremy, late Patriarch of Conſtanimſſ that, if: 
favs, Where a Caſe of Neceſſity happens, it is lawful for als "Ji * 
A un to haptige. Hud Mr. Bingham tells us, from Hotting wdipt, if 
that, tho? the Patriarch expreſſed his Niſſent from the Luthe A ok 
DNivmes in other Things, yet in this there was a perfect An ek 8 
ment between them (dd). | 223 | 
BUT he, that would ſee the Senſe, not only of the Gyeeks bl - - = Lo 
Latins allo, and, in general, of the Fathers, in this Point, nd "fx 
conſult Mr. Mien hen nit ; for I do not care to tranſcribe. ſhall Gerrit 
AS to what Mr. Reed Jays of Nicephorus, viz. that thr! fall dib : 
zuighl be the Senſe aud Practice of that Church in which he . Fa 1 
ſfed, yet it will not follow that all the Greek Churckes had il _F 
Fame Senſe aud Practice too: p. 9. I would only defiret 
to conſider, that Nicephorus was Patriarch, and that 19 


* 


A _- 


(a) Arcudius, L. I. 2 II. p. 34. (b) Joh. Fabri de u pre 
510 p. 195. (e Dy. Smith, p. 74. (4) Bingͤham r Sein iin. 2, 
Lift. of Lay-Bapt. p. 107. | | 
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(15) 
adically determin'd, where more than 200 Biſhops were 
reſent. 3 „ 

AND here, ſeeing Mr. Reed has been bold to ſay, the Greateſt 
art of Grecia, Ruſſi and Muſcovy is of his Opinion; I make 
old to tell him, ?Tis fo far from that, that the two latter, ſhould 
become their Proſelyte, would not admit him *till he was 
hd once more, notwithſtanding his Doble Baptiſim- For, 
ey fay, therr Baptiſim alone is valid, becauſe they dip, where- 
others do but ¶prinkle (a). And we find, from Hiſtory, that 
ey have actually rebaptized ſuch as have had Epiſcopal Bap- 
m, as French, and other Foreign, Soldiers; and, by Name, the 
aron de Raymond and Monſ. Groin, French Gentlemen (6). 
nother Author gives an Account of 200 Engliſh, Scotch and 
Dutch, who were in like Manner rebaptized (c). 
THIS, however, we may obſerve by the way, does not con- 
x61& their admitting Lay-Baptiſas : For theſe Lay- Perſons do 
oubtleſs dip them. So that, tho? wy do reject our Baptiſm, 
ey reject our Adverſaries alſo, and that for the very ſame 
caſon. | . 

AND, now *tis in my Mind. I would aſk Mr. Reed and his 
[aſter Mr. L. in ſober Sadneſs, whether they ought not to be bap- 
ped the other odd Touch? Or, why is not Dipping as eſſen- 
al as the Adminiſtrator? The Church of England ſuppoſes, that 
emrice does properly, and primarily, fignify to dip or 
age. And, if ever Mr. Reed read over bis Common Prayer- 
vþ, or but that Part of it which relates to Infant Baptiſm, he 
uſt know, that Sprinkling is allowed only in Cafe of Neceſſity 7 
) that, if he will regard his own Conſequence, (that whatever 
unauthorized is invalid, of which more preſently) unleſs he 
as dipt, it he was not too weak to bear it, his Baptiſm was in- 
lid. It muſt be thus interpreted, in the Caſe of Adz1t Perſons, 

make the Church confiſtent with it ſelf: For, tho? 'tis ſaid, 
be Prieft ſhall dip the Adult Perſon] in the Mater, or pour 
ater upon him; the Meaning is plain from what is ſaid in the 
Im for Infant Baptiſm, which has it thus : „ It the Sureties 
all certify the Miniſter, that the Child may well indure it, he 
ſnali dip it in the Water ---- But, if they certify chat the Child 

s weak, it ſhall ſuffice to pour Water upon it. f 
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a) Travels of the Duke of Holſiein's Ambaſſadors, &c. pag. 
. And preſent State of Ruſſia, p. 5. (6) Travels of the B. 
Holſt. Amb. p. 97. (e) Preſent State of Ruſſia, g. C 


\ 


** - a a N N 
4 * 4 3 w * 
> 


(16) . 
17S ano ME ene C095 276. 30208 rt 8 14 the Pric 
LET Mr. R. tell me, why the word Bar 108 Marrias 
Commiſſion does not as much denote the Manner, in Wa, as 
ought to be done, viz. by Dipping, as ZAZAroe euro; in per dot 
Verſe before denotes the Adminiſtrators? If it does, why aui Doctor 
not equally receſfary? Twill be in vain here for Mr. Reel peak 
wreath, and ſhuffle, and plead that BemTicw® fignifies 35, do no 


wat Fog | ; nn Os LO Con ders tl 
to waſh, as to plunge or dip: tor I grant it, and believe it . 8 


But ?tis evident, the Church of England thinks it pro erly WM... ic 1: 
eſpecially ſignifies to dip; that Dipping ought to be uſed yi cent 
it can, and excuſes Sprinkling only in Caſe of Neceſſity 64 
proved before): And let Mr. Reed anſwer directly to this,” WW. tence 
BEFORE I go farther, I muſt; according to * bn Health 
make a Remark or two upon a Conſe- uence of Mr. Reg being 
viz, That whatever Act is unauthorized, is therefore inna iſo. 1+ 1 
His own Words are theſe, p.7. I Lay-Baptiſm ſhould be ah they Bt 
niſter'd to one in Health, it would be looh d upon invalid, a ple of 
znauthorized. This, J muſt needs ſay, is not like one who ent Exa 
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converted by reading the Fathers Does he not know. 
they own'd a vaſt Difference between unauthorized and mul 
Is not this to contradict Antiquity, and even his own Church 
further ? Is not the Determination of Alexander, and off 
whole Church of Alexandria, on Athanaſius bis baptizing i 
ral of bis Play-Fellows, when he was but a Boy, and ng 
too, a ſufficient Proof, that, though the Act was zmantbm 
they thought it valid St. Auſtin's Judgment was 
& though it was uſurped without Neceſſity, and given by 
„Mau to another, that which was thus given could not be 
© not to be given &. In another Place he ſays, “ If he wm 
% Member of a Sy nod, where this Queſtion was debate 
& ſhould not {rick to ſay, that a Perſon was baptized, wha 
ce ever and by whomſcever baptized f. Optatus was ll 
fame Opinion. But, to come nearer home: Does not thech 
of England it ſelf manifeſtly diſtinguiſh between amauthn 
and invalid? To give an Inſtance or two. Should a Bilal 
mit any Perſon into Holy Orders not qualified according 0 


zath Canon; the Biſhop is indeed to be ſuſpended; but de inks, I tab 
though zunaruthorized, is look d upon as valid. Should ed 0 main 
niſter contradict the 62d Canon, and marry, in un canine Right 
Hours, without Licence, &c. the Act is reputed valid, t ounced. 
rinauthorized and iiregular. Yea, ſhould a Lay-Man Wipiiln to be 
Auſtin contre Epiſt. Patmeniani. L. 2. C. 123. * Life of 1 


* 
la. de Baptiſm. contra Donat. L. J. C. 53. 
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[te Prieſbs Office in this Cafe, tis nevertheleſs reputed a bali 
Marriage. If a e baptize in another Man's Pariſh, the 
AR, as tis in ſuch a Caſe irregular, is znauthorized ; yet, who 
eyer doubted but it was vad? I ſhall add to this a Paſſage of 
Doctor Burnet, the preſent Biſhop of Sarum, to this purpoſe: 
peaking of Suffragans, he has theſe Words: „ Tho? they could 
d nothing but by a Delegation from the Biſhop; yet the Or- 
ders they gave were ſtill valid, even when they tranſgreſud in 
© conferring them *. It were eaſy here to urge Authorities, and 
uote Inſtances 3 but what has been already offer' d is, I take it; 
ſufficient to ſhow the Weakneſs of Mr, Reed's Conſequence from 
authorized to invalid : And therefore, he muſt look over that 
Sentence again, VIZ. Should Lay-Baptiſm be adminiſter'd to one 
in Health (among the Greeks) it would be look'd upon invalid; 
x being unauthorized ; which is yet more unreaſonable to ſup- 
pole, it we conſider what Dr. Hnith ſays of them, namely; That 
they are quite averſe to Rebaptization, according to the Exam- 
ple of the Antient Chriſtians, whom they follow with ſuffici- 
ent Exactneſs, not to ſay Obſtinacy F . The Meaning of which 
annot be leſs than this, namely, that tho? they do indeed baptize 
heir Proſely tes, becauſe they think they could be no more ſaid to 
e baptized before, than one who is ſprinkled can be ſaid to be 
wnerged, that is in no Senſe; yet they ſo carefully avoid Re- 
brsation, that if there be bur the bare Eſſentials, notwithſtan- 
"Wing any Irregularity or Default in the Mauner of the Baptiſm 
ley will not repeat it: By Conſequence, ſhould Lay-Baptifm be 
dminiſter'd to one in Health, having what they account Ehen- 
4% viz, Dipping in the Name of the Father, Song and Haly 
ho, though that Church prohibits it, and would doubtleſs con- 
emn it as #742thorized, yet She would not repeat it as zuvalid. 
or, when it can be coiled a Bapti ſin, though ever ſo irregular, 
he is, as we have ſeen, very averſe to Rebaptization, | 
OUR Author having robb'd us, as he thought, of the Greet 
hurches, thinks it would not be improper to obſerve, that the 
rench Proteſtant Churches account Baptiſm by an unordain'd 
% null and void. To this End, he urges the Synod held at 
victiers, another at Lions, a third at Rochel. Whatever He 
inks, I take it to be no more to the Purpoſe, than if he had 
ed ſo many AQs of Parliament to prove Epiſcopacy to be of 
vine Right : Tis enough, if They ate for ſuch à Baptiſm as HE 
nounced, We will allow all thoſe that are tor Preſbytelian- 
pizim to be againſt Loy-Baptiſm ; let him bring as many as he 
2 C will; 
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wg 
will. So that every one muſt ſee, how our Author 5 bi 
Strength tor Nought, when he labours, thro? 3 or 4 Pages, tg 
prove, that Mr. Withers is againit Lay-Baptiſim. Alas! a 


ad he ti 
given hit 


what then? He is for ſuch a Baptiſm as He renounced, and thy STE 
he knows 1 beleve. = DES = | 5 . Ivr 
YET, I muſt acquaint him, he is much miſtaken, when le ne 
aſſerts, p. 13. that, according to Atv. W. every one is 4 agu of Presby! 
he fore Baptiſm. No, No: This is the Opinion, it may be, d An ſiv. 
his God fathers, of the Modwells, the Bun ſcoug hs, the Dr ndred 
and the Agates, of the Age, I may add, of Mr, Reed alſo, V4 wo Seven 
a7. 5. TY | | er 
" TR O? Mr. V. ſhould account Lay-Baptiſm invalid, yet 3 6 
ſeeing Baptiſm do's not ( as many aſſert) make a Perſon a CM rwould 
ſtian, but only deciures him ſo, I fee no Reaſon to conclude, tu aptiſmn : 
that Principle unchurches or unchriſtians any that believe it to l brter into 
valid: For (as Mr. Reed ſays) their Neglect does not ſprigfi}en Epi 
„ from a Contempt of the Sacrament, but from, it may be“. Juri. 
c falſe Principle, or a Prejudice, which they cannot conquſa-dbut i 
Therefore the Zuinglians, Lutherans and Mrnſcovites, ( ev ge, who 
thoſe few, 7 e. One among Ten Thouſand of them, that are þ Entity o 
baptized) do not fall ander ſuch a heavy Cenſure as Mr. Naß hen the! 
imagines. | , yy 1 bean to.r 
P. 15. HE quotes e N. Let him conn it over by huenſes, wi 
ſelt, and tell me, it it amounts to any more than this, rdinatio: 
that we have no Reafori to conclude, that Pardon of Sin M efrmati- 
© Adoption are ſealed to them in their ſpurious Baptiſm. NeWfherer deni, 
verihcleſs, They may have Promiſes enough that may be fa Sheep 1 
depended upon, and may notwithſtanding after that they belt appear. 
be ſealed with the Spirit of Promiſe, winch is the Earneſt of tir 137. m. 
Inheritance Epheſ. 1. 13, 14. For, that a Perſon may EH dred ! 
thoſe Privileges, ot which the Sacrament is a Seal, before hel ebaptized 
received that Sacrament, is evident from that one Text, Ramm ming ove 
4. 11. where Abraham is ſa id to have the Faith, of which Mans, I 
cumciſion was the Seal, before he was circumciſed. hat Favour 
P. 16. HE tells us, it might be eæpecte he ſhould ſay ſu like to ga 
what againſt the Validity of Presbyterian Ordination. I Hb. 1). M 
this Occaſion to tell him, it was indeed expected; and, fince ere only Þ 
undertook to reply to the Cadeat, twas thought ſirange he (nou? anot hier 
take that for granted. which was (they thought) more __ Nouncin 
incumbent on him to prove, namely, that Presbyterian ap der 7027, 
7s Hut Lay-Baptiſm. And, when he had done that, it wap!) 4h; 
have heen Time enough to diſpute, whether Lay- Baptiſm ou 
to be repeated. What though the Author of the Caveat did“ ER 0, 
think it bis Province to contend tor it? Yet he might have fe * Vide P. 


f Perin, / 


5 7 
ad he turn'd to the 5th Page of that Letter, a fair Occaſion 
given him to ſhow his Parts, had he any Mind, that Way. wa 
b. 17. Mr. . had ſaid, Mr. R. was. the Second Inſtance of 
this Kind, for more than a Thoufand Years. To this he 
Cmartly replies, He might as well have ſaid more than Fifteen 
WHundred Years ; for we cannot find in all Antiquity any Footftep's 

Presbyters in Oppoſition to Biſhops. a+ s 
Anſw. POSSIBLY there may be no Inſtance for Fffeen 
undlred Years ago of Preſby ters in Oppoſition to Biſhops ; but 
or Seventeen Hundred Tears ago, there was Proof enough of 
cir Identity: And therefore, as he ſays, we ought not to look 
ſo far back] into Autiquity for Inſtances of this Nature, 
ITwould be in vain ; for there was no other than Presbyterian 
uptiſm at that Time: For the Diſtinction of Biſhop and Preſs 
brter into different Orders did not obtain till long after . But, 
when Epiſcopacy had by Degrees ſwoll'n up fo as to ingroſs the 
Ve Juriſdiction; tor Teveral Centuries indeed the Presbyters 
&:dbut in Subjection: Though there did not want thoſe in every 
ire, who had the Courage and Honeſty to aſſert the Primitive 
Entity of the nom diſtinct and divided Orders. At length, 
ben the Reformation began to dawn, the Original Inſtitution 
evan to revive, and aſſert it felt in Practiſe among the Wal- 
Jenſes, who, tor 500 Years, had no other than Presbyterian 
rdinations'F ; and in Bohemia, Hungary, &c. And fince the 
deformation, it has been eſtabliſhed, and Presbyterian Baptiſms 
Fever denied to be valid, till Mr. Lawrence ventured firſt, and 
35 Sheep uſe to follow one another aſtray) Mt. Reed, as far as 
et appears, followed next atter him. But, though he allowed 
t. VM. might ſay he was the Second Inſtance tor theſe Fifteen 
Imdred Tears ; yet, in the next Page, he ſays, Many have been 
ebaptized, within theſe Hundred Years, and leſs, upon their 
ming over to the Church of England; of which, if he be cla- 
orous, | ſhall produce e ueral Iuſtances. I defirehim to do me 
hat Favour then; that we may ſee, whether the Muſhroom- Se? 
like to gain any Credit or Numbers. ; 
P. 17. Mr. Reed tells us, If Biſhops: in the Primitive Church 
ere only Paſtors of ſingle Congregations, and not diſtin from, 
ut another Name for Preſbyters, tis true there could not be a 
nouncing of Preſbyterian Baptiſin, when there was no higher 
rder than that of Preſbyters to receive it from. But (Poor 
ul! ) this, he ſays, is. ſaying Nothing. Had He faid Nothing, 
„ | he 
ide Poyſe of Epiſcopacy. Rules Good Old Way, &c. 
Perin. Hiſt. of the Vaudois, P. 53) 62. 
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he mighthave been accbunted Wiſe, in Compariſon of what l 
- merits for this one Sentence. I think, tis faying All that net 


be ſaid : For it at once proves our Ordinations and Baptifms nd 
only valid, but more regular and agreeable to the Primitive ln 


ſtitution than thoſe of the Church of England. It proves, that 


We have kept up to the Original Order, while They have ſway 
Obedience to a New One, which Scripture and the Primitin 
Church never heard of. It proves further, that they not on] 
place the Juriſd iction of the Church in an Order of Men, whik 
G OD never appointed, which is nevertheleſs honoured with th 
flattering Motto of Jure Divino; but, that it deprives thoſe why 
are really de Jure Divino of their Antient Authority in the Church 
of Chriſ ; and that they, who were by GOD appointed to rug 
are put in Ob jection to an Order of Man's own making. Inj 
Word; It proves, that the Presbyterian Scheme has the Truth q 


its Side, in Oppoſition to the . and that Prelacy is buf 


an Innovation at beſt, but Parity of Divine Right. | 
AND this I take to be a ſufficient Anſwer to his Reply to th 
Firſt Section. | 


SECTION II. The CAVEAT ſays, “ This Practice 
& Rebaptizing is moſt directly contrary to the Senſe of the Ef 
& bliſh'd Church of England, and to thoſe Meaſures which Si 
& has conſtantly purſued ever ſince the Reformation of Religion 
Here the Replisr propoſes firſt to give a plain Account ot ti 
Senſe of the Church ot England; and then particularly to n 
ply to what is offer'd for the Proof of the Aſſertion. To that 

nd, as a Preliminary, he produceth the 23d Article, which ſi 
IE is not lamfal for any Man to take upon him the Office 


£ publick Preaching, or miniſtring the Sacraments ---- before N 


& lawfully called, &c, Now thoſe are by the Church of Englani 
look'd upon lawfully called, who have been tried, examinel 


aud admitted thereunto, according to the Form in the Bookd 


Canſecration, and ordering of Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, 
haue had formerly Epiſcopal Conſecration or Ordination. 
FO this I anfwer: 1. When theſe Articles were, drawn if 
A. D. 1562. the Validity of Preſbyterian Ordination was ple 
ded for by the Compilers themſelves, as Biſhop Grindal, Feat 
&c. And when a Commiſſiop was iſſued out, under the Grell 
Seal of Eugland, to the Biſhops of London, Ely, Wells and N 
che er, to conſecrate Mr. John Spotſwood, Mr. G. Hamilton, al 
vir, Andrem Lamb, Biſhops, who were Scotch Divines, and l 
no ter than a Presbzterian Ordination, Bp. Bancroft inſiſt 
pon the Validity of it. *Tis notoriouſly falſe therefore, in 4 
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of Fact; whith Mr. Reed fays' p. 23. That the Church of 


* ; | | i | F 
ol boland did at that very Time declare, that none were lamful 


miſters without Epiſcopal Ordimation For that Claufe was 


h. ed in 1662, an Hundred Years after; and is not to be found 
hat WY the Preface. to the Form of Ordering Biſhops, &c. in Spar- 
On p's (Collection. 6s 3.6 g : AA | Bean 7 
ue. WHEN theſe Articles were drawn up, Lay-Men, and Wo. 
mW, did, in Cafes of Neceſſity, baptize: And that Cuſtom con- 
uch ued till the Conference at Hampton-Court : There fore, 'tis 
ty to ſuppoſe, that the Church thought their Baptitms it. 
dM; VE A, even nom, when the Church has declared that an B. 
! Miniſter is the only lamfu Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm, 
n mcans in the Church of England, not in the Church in Ge- 
ha ; and only tells us, what is neceſſary to make a Man a lam. 
bu Miniſter there. But ' tis a wretched Concluſion, that, becauſe 


ſon may not be a lav ful Miniſter in the Church of England, 
refore he cannot be a lawful Miniſter of the Catholicł Church; 
e every National Church either has, or may have, its particu- 
Injunctions, to which a Man muſt conform, before he is qua- 
ed, or can be ſaid to be a lawful Miniſter of that Chnrch, 
ere theſe Injunctions are in force. a. $77 145-5880 
AFTER this PrepMation, he propoſes the Queſtion to be an- 


gourd, which is, 7/Þether the Church of England allows Bap- 
t % Lay Hand? He ſays: Whether She allows Baptiſm by 
o anlawful Hand to be valid, when done? Say I. He denies it, 
u offers Four Reaſons to prove She does not. E 0 


N the firſt place, p. 20. he tells us, By the 23d Article, "tis 
trary to the Inſtitution, for any Man not lawfully Call'd and 
=, t adminiſter the Sacraments ; And, juſt after, adds, What 
l make Mimiſtrations invalid, if their being contrary to the 
mit tion will of? © e FE CIP 20 
answer [I.] The Article does not ſay, "tis contrary to the 
litution tor one not lawfully CalPd to adminiſter the Sacra- 

nts : This is only Mr. Reed”s imaginary Conſequence; | 
0 0 2.] BUT Mr. Reed muſt remember, he is now to prove the 


ple of the Church by her Articles, and not to give us his Senſe 
Jeu hem, and to draw his Conſequences from them, and to im- 
Gree them upon us, as the Senſe of the Church. If the Church 
dad, that tis contrary to the Inſtitution for a Man mt law- 
11, Call d to adminiſter the Sacraments ; would it follow, that 
d hal thought that every Thing which is contrary to the Inſtitution 


mmediately 27/1? Doubtleſs ſhe thought, that Nothing but 
. / . | W . . . 
0 a g contrary to the Inſtitution can make a Miniſtration inva- 


ö | | . lid: 


1 „ __ 


nd: So ſay I; but it cannot be thence inferr'd, that tha n you 
always do it. Thus J may ſay, Nothing can —— — . f 
worthy to live, if Acting contrary to the Direction of the jj 
will not: Yer, every Body knows, that does not always, | | 
[3.1 THERE may be ſome Things in the Inſtitution, wii 
the Church 1 Effential ; others, which ſhe thought g 
ſo. The Church might think the Form Eſſential, but the Ag 
niſtrator not: This, I ſay, for any thing ſhe ſays in her Arti 
ſhe might think, and, by her Practice, we prove ſhe did. 
Mr. Reed aſks us, p. 20. If the Church had ſaid, It is x 
lawful for any other Form to be uſed in Baptiſm, than that 
the Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Gly 


7 | juſt P 
pve the ( 
den he | 
ol of 1t 
no Uſe 
N by Cor 
tation O 
ich the \ 
ve his þ 


whether you would not think the Church excluded all e it up 
Forms, and adjudged Baptiſm null without that Form? -... mW fupo! 
why not in the Caſe of the Adminiſtrator, as well as the Fu fad, 7 
when ſhe. declaves, that tis not law ful for any Man to admin ; the C 
it before he be lawfully Call'd and Sent. and regu 
Anſw. *TIS true, ſhe would have judged Baptiſms in ¶ewers 1 
other Form null; and by unlawful, in that Caſe, we muſt hf > Church 
underſtood invalid: But not, as Mr. Reed inſinuates, becauſe i nor doe 
formed contrary to the Inſtitution; but, becauſe contrary toi heca 
Part of the Inſtitution, which ſhe thought E/ential, namely, M's like it 
Form. For our Saviour has, in expreſs rms, determined, th tution, 
Baptiſm muſt be adminiſter'd z the Name of the Father, d dinance 
and Holy Gho$t : But it has no where declared, that this mull Reed ſu 
done by a Perſon in Epiſcopal Orders. Hence tis very ps the #: 
why by unlawful, when applied to the Adminiſtrator, ſhe n Us it to 
not neceſſarily be A to mean invalid, becauſe ſhe ni ¶ t believes 
not, as we ſaid but now, think that Part Eſſential. But 0 le doth nc 
he) the Adminiſtrator is as Eſſential as the Form I hear H niſe ſhe 1 
fay ſo ; but let him prove it; and when he has done that, 'ti her than t 
be as good he had proved the quite contrary ; unleſs he can r the Cor 
it to be the Opinion of the Chwrch likewiſe: For about that ſue that 
are now diſputing. | oreſs. 
P. 21. HE + another Argument founded upon the ers, a: 
Article; which aſfirms, That the Miniſter of the Sacra directly 
© doth not miniſter the ſame in his own Name, but in Chriſt's, a" and enc 
© by his Commiſſion and Authority ---- And that the Sacramdſ"miſon, 
be effectual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inſtitution and Promiſe? N the Worl, 
(ſays our Author) take away the Cauſe and the Effect muſt c He tha 
The Cauſe of their being eſfectual is Chriſt's Inſtitution and Mp 70. 
mie; but his Inflitution of Go ve | admirable Engliſh!] N CE n 
wanting, when an unauthorized * attempts to bapti a null an 
His Promile is alſo here uo Ways concerned, for that (lo t 2enefic 
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pon always, Oc. ] was made only io authorized Fer- 
* I "FF ORE I give a dire& Anſwer to this pretended Proof, I 
jůuſt premiſe, to prevent Confuſion, that, ſeeing Mr. R. is to 
we the Church of England thought Presbyterian Baptiſm null, 
en he brings any thing from her Articles, or Canons, for the 
of of it, that will admit of a double Interpretation, it can be 
no Uſe : Fot ſtil] the ms will return, whether the Article, 
Aby Con&quence the Church, thought according to his Inter- 
tation of it, or no? It then I can offer another Interpretation,, 
ich the Words will reaſonably bear, Mr. R. is obliped ither to 
ve his Aſſeruon from ſome other Article, Canon, &c. or to 
e it up as not eſtabliſhed, _ 8 5 5 
| fuppoſe therefore the Meaning of the Article to be this: When - 
«fad, Ihe Miniſter atts by Chriſi's Commiſſion and Autho- 
; the Church there ſu s the Adminiſtrator to be lawful- 
and regularly ſent ; and, if ſo, this was one Reaſon why the 
cewers might expect a Bleſſing: But this does not prove, that 


* 


Church thought they _ not receive that Bleſſing withour, 


nen nor does the following Expreſſion, | the Sacraments are effe- 
i becauſe of ChrifPs Infitution and Promiſe '\ prove any 
e)y,008"* like it. For, who doth not know that there is a twofold 


tution, with reſpect to the Sacraments, the Inſtitution of the 
dinance it ſelf, and the Inſtitution of the Adminiſtrator ? 


, Reed ſuppoſes the Article means the latter I ſuppoſe, it 
pos the f2rmer. Accordingly, as to the Promiſe mention'd, he 
he m oks it to be that, Lo I am with yon. I think it to be that, He 


t believes and is baptized ſhall be ſaved, For, ſeeing the Ar- 

le doth not expreſs it, we are left to our Liberty to judge which 
miſe ſhe intends. The Reaſon then, why I take it to be this 
her than the other, is hecauſe, though both indeed are added 

er the Commiffion G O YE, yet this, in direct Terms, is a 
niſe that Baptiſin ſhall be ñectual; whereas the other is not 
expreſs ; For it is plain, it has a more eſpecial Re ſpect to the » 
miſters, and is defigned as an Encouragement to them But this 

5 directly, immediately, and in ſo many Words, contain a 

un and encouraging Promiſe to the Receivers. For, after the 
mnufiion, or, as Mr, Reed calls it, the Inſtitution, Go ye into 
the World, and preach the Goſpel to every Creature, it fol- 
* that believes and is baptized ſhall be ſaved, Mark 16. 

I6, | | ' 

UNCE more: By effe&ual is not meant valid, or by ineff-- 

l null and void, as he would have it: But by efectual is 
pot beneficial, uſeful, profitable, & c. And by ineffectual, un- 


. edifjing, 


edifying, unprofiteble, & c. As is plain to any chat rad i 
ticle thraugh- out. . 9 
IJ HIS Article therefore may fairly and honefily be u 
to run thus : © Though the Aaminiſtratar be wicked, yet 
are two Reaſons why we may not conclude the Sacramem 
© leſs and unprofitable: The one is, becauſa the Miniſter, i 
© ever he be, comes in Chriſt's Name, and, if he be regularlyh 
© by His Authority, But, however this be, be the Amin 
© what he wall, the Sacraments are ñectual, becauſe they a 
„ Chriſt's Inſtitution, and becauſe be has promiſed to make 
© /o* . This, I think, is a fair Interpretation, and offers it f 
98 without Vaglence done to the Words and Tenor of th 
tic le. | 4 5 ; 4 
AND here, though it were enough for me juſt to offer my 
of it, to ſhow, that the Article is dubious, and, by Conſequi 
without ſome other Evidence which might determine the Amby 
ous Phraſe, of no Force on either fide, I will moreover make 
appear, that there is not ſo much as equal Reaſon for his li 
pretation as mine, even tho we did not know what the Chu 
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Practice was. This, I think, may be done by this ſingle Ci As; 
deraticn, viz. We are ſure the Church believed the Sacrament t ws 
Hectnaol, i. e. beneficial, becauſe they are Ordinances of G g 
Appointment or Inſtitution, and that they could not be ſo d. e 
11. But *tis ſtill in Debate, whether ſhe thought they a oy 
not be effecqtual without a Lawful Adminiſtrator: So that, N. _ 
underſtand it, we are ſure it is contrary to ber Principles, bug. 74 \ 
we cannot: And which is, I pray, the juſter and ſafet 'Intay 1 mh | 
tation? 8 eHIRNe: 
THUS far we might boldly affirm, that it may be, andai Re” 9 
probable was, the Church's Senſe, had we no external Arguiiii 4 08 
to confirm it: But then, conſid ering the Pra&ice of the C 10 F i 
(the only Thing that can poſſibly put the Matter out of Dell ud glor 
tis but net with Reſpect to Us, and dutifzl with Reſped to 75 him 
Adverſaries, to conclude it muſt be ſo: For the contrary 5 ** 
charge her with acting in Contradiction to thoſe very Articł G5 Ec 
{the made, and by wlach ſhe proſeſſeth before GOD, and td VAL 
whole Worid, to be governed. | | þ [! 
V'. 22. Far a third Argument, he quotes the 23d fte "ppoſ, 
which tis ſaid, that © They that receive Baptiſm rightly are may: and 
* ted into the Church, and that tis a Sign, Seal and Pledge 1 25 ” 
© Pardon and Adoption. 2 1. T'. ft 
THE Reader will fee it was no good Conduct · in our 4 * er d b 
to offer this here For, if what has been attempted from theft 15 Way 


going Article be anſwered, this muſt appear deſpicable, Buh 


us fre how he improves it: If (ſays he) the Church het de- 
eliped in her 2 a Article, that none can lamfully miniſter the 
cr aments without a . . Miſſion; And in the 26th, that the 


ments are effectual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inſtitution and 
bonn ſe; How can Baptiſm be rightly received without a law- 

8 n/fituted Hand? And conſequently, if not rightly receiv d, 
Mis not an Inſtrument to graft ſuch into the Church. | 


Anſw. (7.) *TIS true; the Church ſays, None can lame 
fully miniſter but 4 lamful inflituted Hand; and, if Mr. Reed 
will give me but Six Pence, or what he got by his, Pamphlet, I 
will name him as many Diſſenters, as he pleaſes, who will ſay 
he ſame. But does the Church ſay, that what is mnlamful to be 
lone is therefore invalid, if it be done? As to the 26th Article, 
It has been confidered already. ( 2.) When ſhe ſays, Baptiſim 
richtly received is an Inſtrument, &c. by »1ghtly ſhe muſt mean 
blidly ; and, for oupht that has yet been offer, ſhe might think 
That orhua might be validly received without a Jawful inſtitu- 
ed Hand, | | N ; 

AS to his Argument from the 37th Article, which fays of Prin. 
es, that they | and by Conſequence inferiour Lay-Men ] have 
o Authority fo adminifter the Sacraments; I muſt ſay, as has 
teen ſaid already, (for he obliges me to repeat the Anſwer by re- 
eating the Argument) that, though they have no Authority to 


) "Wb it, ſhe no where ſays. it they ſhould do it, tis null. I hate 
10 iling: Let Mr. Reed prove ſhe does, and I have done. But 

VS iy doth he balk us with Impertinencies, and yet tell us, as if 
"+: defigned only to banter his Readers, that fis plain and full ts 
Jed he Purpoſe ? This is ſtill more intolerable; for that he knew the 


diſin&1on between Unlawful and Invalid, and knew it has been 
I'd by as great and valuable Members as ever their Church 
puld glory in; yea, by Martyr Charles hiniſelf, as Mr. Reed 
uotes him p. 31. He muſt needs know, that K. Fames was of 
be ame Judgment: Re himſelf argues from the ſame Diſtinction, 
) 44. ſpeaking of the Ordination of one who had no other than 
Clinick Baptiſm : Theſe are his Words; No one ever diſputed 
be VALIDITY of his Ordination when twas conferr'd, tho 
bey oppoſed the doing it as UNI. AWFUL, But different 
mes and different Occafions muſt be nicely regarded, or a Man 
lay ſoon contradi& hinrelf, you ſee. I tell him now, once for 
ll, Tho' the Church does not allow that Baptiſm ſhould be ad- 
miſter'd br an unauthorized Perſon, yet this does not prove ſhe 


then es not allow it, ex po#t facto; or when it's done, to be ualid. 
Buß en weary of ſuch poor, threadbare, nauſeous, Repetitions. 


= Me, 


6 


| « Validity of our Baptiſm might be proved from the 55th | 
c pray, in ſo many Words, for Chnits Holy Cathohgk Chg 
cc and lreland---- And that two Collects are at this Day, . 


at the Time of compiling theſe Canons had, no other than a N 


ans but that they were not 4 Rout, or confus'd Multitudes 
mot of the Corruptions of the Romiſn ( if He may ſpeak it) 


Mr. R. now returns to the Caveat, which ſays, p. 3, # 


1 2 


& which peremptorily injoins all Preachers before their Ser 


& and eſpecially for the Churches of England, SCOTLAN och Ti 
cc ſolemn Occaſions, read for the Reformed Churches abroad 
Though the Foreign Churches now have, and the Scotiſh Cu 


byterian Baptiſm, ES 
TO this Mr. R. very boldly anſwers : The Church could n 
mean, that they were proper and compleat Churches, or Clyifh 


and were calld Reform d Churches, as they were refarm'd f 


at laſt out it comes, ] Church. oe” 
HERE“'s an Interpreter! After this Rate, we. may maketh 
Church ſay any thing: But then twill be as good ſhe had Wy 
nothing. He will make her Declarations dubious with a Witn 
let him alone; and then there will be no Way of underilandy 
Her Principles but by her Practice. 8 1 5 1 

AS there are ſome Truths too plain to be proved: So ther 
ſome Fal ſhoods too groſs to be confuted; One Step farther, u 
theſe would have been ſo. By the Church of SC OT LAM 


45 deſign 
ſcriptio1 
was wit] 
one of 


as a Part of the Holy Catholick Church, for which they ate ef a corr 
cially bound to pray, is meant no more than Not 4 canfus Refine is 
In the ſame Sentence, the ſame Individual Word, when applied then t 
ENGLAND on the one Side, and to IR E LAN D OH, neve 


other, mult ſignify a True Church; but, when applied to 
LAND in the Middle, muſt ſignify a Falſe Church, This 
improper Senſe indeed! Such an Impropriety as, I dare ſays & 
not be match'd. Though the Church calls the Proteſtants beyal 
Sea Churches, Reform d Churches, and Parts of the Holy Call 
lick Church; and though the Univerſity of OXFORD all 


be effect 
4; anc 
the Sou! 
of Jud 
nſecratio 
urtiage, . 


them to have Sacraments validly adminiſter'd : Yet, after all forbids ; 
if he had reſolved to expoſe the Univerſity and Church togetinght affe, 
(without conſidering how he expoſes himſelf) he roundly tek te Churc 

. 24. She could not and did not mean a true Church. Let ce of th. 
Wb us any one tolerable Author, that uſes the Word Chur k of Wi 
ſuch a Serfs, if he can: And, if he cannot, does he think WW we muf 
{hall take his uew-coyn'd, his falſe-coyn'd Gloſs upon it? Wd of GC 


BUT now he is reſolved to ſay all at once; And what is 
but, The Church of England has uſed the Word Church, 1 
tes plain ſhe could not and did not mean à true Church: And 

| nu. - 


— 


Brerewc 
j / 7d, 2 1 


| 
i 


noſt unluckily Inflances in the Church of Rowe, This is like a 
lung Convert indeed: I am ſure, bis OD FATHERS never 
wpht him this: And had they had the Hands of his Letter, it 
ad not appear d, I dare warrant for them. Here I need not ſpend 
uch Time, I prefume; I leave him to be catechiz d for this by 
g own Ghoſtly Fathers, *Tis much but he will be diſciplined in- 
o better Manners, cer he ſtraggles abroad in Print again, 
THE 19th Article defines the Church thus ; ** The Church is 
| 2 Congregation of faithful Men, in the which the pure Word of 
60D is preach'd, and the Sacraments be duly miniſtred, ac- 
cording to Chriſt's Ordinance, in all thoſe Things that of N E- 
CESSITY are requiſite to the ſame. ?? Then follows this 
mark ; „As the Church of FERUSALEM, ALEXANDRIA, ' 
and ANTIOCH, have erred : So alſo the Church of Rome hath 
erred, Ce. = 8 | 
IS it not plain to LON, that is not reſolved not to ſee the 
Irticles, or hear the Church, that the Church of Rome is as truly 
| Church by this Remark as that of Jeruſalem, Alexandria, or 
ie ich? No: It has not the pure Word of GOD preachd, 
mag goth the Replyer - I anſwer: It muſt not be ſuppoſed, that this 
as deſig nd for a ſtrict Definition of a Church; but only ſuch a 
ſcription, as informs us, where ever the Characters were found, 
was without Doubt a true Church; but not that, where ever 
one of them is wanting, it muſt ceaſe to be a Church, though 
ebe a corrupted one: For otherwiſe, where ever Hereſy or falſe 
a erine is preach'd, there can be no Church; which is abſurd : 
led 8d then the Greek Church can be no frue Church (which, I 
Wink, never any Proteſtant ſaid) : For it denies, that the Bread 
ide effectually conſecrated for the Euchariſt if it be unlea- 
d; and that the Sculs of Holy Men enjoy the Viſion of GOD, 
the Souls of Wicked Men are tormented in Hell, before the 
y of Judgment. She will not permit Prieſts to mary alter 
afecration 3 and has excommunicated Emperors tor the forrth 
arttage, though they had no Iſſue left of their former Conſorts. 
(WF forbids it as unlawful, to faſt any Saturday in the Year, ex- 
__ Eve *. The Greets likewiſe hold ſeven Sacraments, . 
tells the Church of Rome does f. They adore Images, offer the Sa- 
et Mice of the Maſs for dead and living, by which they believe, the 
c e of Wicked Men are oftentimes redeemed from Hell itſelf 1. 
ink we muſt needs imagine, atter this, that they have the pure 
Id of GOD preach'd among them, muſt not we? Laſtly, if 
| D 2 1 we 


Ty 


„ 


hrereuood Enquiry, bc. p. 327; 128. f Pr. Smith, p. 73. 
. p. 136, 137 138. 8 N 
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we may believe Mr. Reed, they haue not the Szcraments n 
/ | Neceſft requiſite to the 4 


adminiſterd in all that is of 7 
they admit of Lay- Baptiſm in Caſes of Neceſ/ity. And ſhuuld th 
Article be taken in as ſtfick a Senſe as Mr R. takes it, moſt of 
jr 9a Churches he has reckoned up, p. 6 and 7, are no Ch 
ches. | 
He farther adds; The Chu | 
ments duly adminiſter'd according to ChritPs Ordinance, not al 
2 requiſite and neceſſary to the Conſtitution of a im 
Church. 3 3 92 
HERE he alters the Words of the Article, and the Senſe tag 
The Article does not ſay, tis neceſſary to the Conſtitmion.of 4 
True Church, that the Sacraments be adminiſtered according ty 
ChrifPs Ordinance ; but that, in the Viſible Church, they are / 
adminiſtered in all Things that are of neceſſity requiſite to 
fame, i. e. to the Sacraments.” _ 
NOW let him prove, that the Church thought that the Sac 
ments of the Church of Rome want that which is neceſſary to tiy 
Being of a Sacrament. If he ſay, they Zeep the Wine from 
Laity ; ſtill this doth not prove that the Church of Englail 
thinks it to be abſolutely. neceſſary to the Being of the Sacrame 
that it be adminiſter'd in both Kinds. Beſides : If the Churchy 
Rome be not a real, though corrupted, Church; what will bt 
come of the Apoſtolical Yucceſſion, which is pretended to by a 


. Engliſh Clergy, and derived thro? that very Church. 


FAR THER: I am ſure, unleſs the Church of England id 
generated from her Anceſtors, the accounts the Biſhop of Rome 
be that Man of Sin, who, the Apoſtle ſaid, was to be revealedi 
his due Jime, II Theſ. 2. And who, the well knew, fits in tit 
Temple of GOD; that is the Church, in a proper Senſe: Fa 
tho” the Temple be defiled and polluted by the Beat, it does nl 
there tore ceaſe to he a Temple. 5 


BUT could it be proved, that the Article has uſed the Vat 


Church in an improper Senſe, the Diſpute would not be droph, | 
Mr. R. hopes, unlefs he dropt it) *till he had proved the lang 


with reſpeX to the Church ot Scotland, and the other Reform 
Churches beyond the Seas: Which, I trow, he can never do 
Jong as the preſent Articles are w d to be the Church's avoi 
an declar'd Sentinents: For they he will not deny) have 
"are Word of GOD preach'd; and, though I muſt not 22 | 


Tull challenge him, to prove by the Cannons, Aricles, C56. 


the Church, that they have not the Sacraments duly adminiftr 
in all that is of Necellity requiſite to the ſame, 


| 


Church of Rome has not the Sams 
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| [muſt not omit one important Queſtion which he puts to Mr. 


v. Vbether when Mr. Withers prays, for the Reformed 
| the WW urches abroad, he does not include the Lutherans and Zuingli- 
„.: Aud if he does — how he-can do it ftriftly and 
ha W--per1y, ince by allowing Lay. Baptiſm, they contradict Scri- 


ure, Antiquity, and Mr. Withers. 
[ warrant you, Mr Reed would have thought it no ſmall Af- 
ont, it one ſhould have overlook' d ſuch a lucky Thought as 
is: Yet really I am almoſt aſhamed to trouble the Reader with 
fvering ſuch a Trifle. However, in ſhort, I dare ſpeak for 


tool: /. in this Point, and ſay, He has too much Charity and 
of «Me ment to uuchurch all thoſe that are of a contrary Opinion to 
g U mfelt in this Matter; though he thinks Scripture and Antiqui- 


may be againſt them. He does, no Queſtion, pray tor them 
tue Churches ffriftly and properly ſpeaking, For what tho? 
ey allow Lay-Baptiſin in Caſe of Neceſſity ; yet the Number of 
ofſe who are ſo baptized muſt be perte&tly inconliderable, if 
mpared with thoſe among them who have the Sacrament duly. 
Immifterd. And why he might not pray tor them as a true 

hurch, though ſume of its Members had not in his Judgment va- 

d Baptiſm, I cannot conceive. For there is no ſuch Thing 
ong the Lutherans as a Congregation made up whHy, or for 
7 greater Part, of Perſons baptized by a Lay-Man, or a Mid- 


4 | 
UPON the whole: Mr. Reed cannot produce one Author, 
bo gives the Title of Church to a Company of unbaptized Per- 
ns; And therefore, when his Godfathers pray for the Reform'd 
yond Sea as ſo many Churches, they mult own them to be Bap- 
d Chriſtians, or prevaricate wath GOD and Man, and be guil- 
of a ſcandalous Equivocation, | | 
THE Caveat had farther ſaid, © We may judge of the Church 
of England's Senſe of ſuch 4 wp Ike ( which Mr. Reed very 
ingeniouſly leaves out) by her Conduct ever fince the Refor- 
vation, 3 znſtanc'd in one that had Licence fo preach, 
© 20 hac no other than Preſbyterian Ordination; and obſerved 
that ſuch as have had no other Baptiſm, have been allawed E- 
piſcopal Confirmation - have been admitted to the Commu- 
uon -==- yea to Holv Orders - and laſtly brings the Teſtimo- 
ny of the Upper Houſe of Convocation to confirm it. 
Mr, Reed packs up all this together, as if he did not care to be 
ncern'd with it; and therefore wholly paſſes over 4 of theſe 5 
dungs in Silence, and gets one to reply for him to the other, viz. 
£2d, in an Harangue of two Pages and half, too long to tran- 
ite, too weak to do him Service, and too confident to 1 _— 
ook d. 
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bat though their Baptiſm was not valid before, it was made 


vl-d by Confirmation. TEL. | 

LET theſe Living Witneſſes be produced : We ſhall not take 
h an Accuſation againſt a Biſhop without irreſiftable Proof: In 
mean Time, we muſt look upon it as a malicious Calumny. 
lade valid by Confirmation] Was ever ſuch an Abſurdity ven- 
1? Some ot them might think, with the Primitive Chriſtian 
it their Baptiſm was not ſo intire and compleat without it; 
Biſhop himſelt. For Signation, Chriſis, and Confirmation, 
Pe the Adjuncts, or concomitant Acts, that, they thought, ren- 
red the Ordinance more full and perfect. Baptiſm, they ſups 
ſed, did but prepare them for the r r of the Holy — 
o was given by Confirmation *; And that without it a P 


ro d not receive the Holy _ - But Confirmation was never 
ed Wight to make that Baptiſm valid, which was before null; but 
n: to perfect thoſe Baptiſms, which before were thought more 
The | 


ferfect . As all without it were ſuppoſed to be. a 1 
it, Myra ls, without Doubt, is the ny that can be ſuppoſed of 


e, dared our Baptiſms to be valid: And therefore we may ven- 


Diſſenters as rightly baptized, and with a particular Regard 
the Validity of our Baptiſius The very Act of Confirmation 
(poſes it; and every Biſhop, when he confirms, profeſſes to 
PD, that the Perſons on whom he is about to lay Hands are re» 
for u rated by Water. 67 | 

e s for that poor Shuffle, © That they did not expect any 
the ky 5 Episcopal Children — ſhould be brought to them for 
ui onfirmation;“ I venture to let it paſs without a ſerious 


t never : For every Body believes the contrary, And the Propoſer 


ools A well he may) ſeems to be aſhamed of it; wherefore he imme- 


fn, Wel falls to charge them (without any Affront to their Cha- 
„) with of po", Temporizing, and not walking accor- 

to the Truth of the Goſpel. P. 27. | ; 

art A From particular Practices to publick Principles there is no 

eon ing, They fay. 


"iallible one. For, {hould a Foreigner travel thro? England, 
00 ug obſerve the Form of our Baptiſms, he might, from the _ 
| ticular 


er een ZAR... 


* Hir P. King's Enquiry, Pt. 2. .c. 5, + Euſcbh. Eccl. Hiſt. 
43. 7. 244. D. : 


= 


Jad none but a Preſbyterian Baptiſm on this Principle, wiz. © 


d this the Antients always thought, let a Perſon be baptized by 


8 Lordſhips. For they have (as cannot be denied) publickly 


eto ay, that the Biſhops confirmd Perſons baptized among 


d coun. I own this is a — Rule, and a good one, but not 
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more obliged to leave his Principles for that than we are. 


his C:nſcience, and betray the Church, to pleaſe the State. | 
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ticular Inſtances he ſaw, ſafely conclude che Belief bf 4 Tal ter is 


to be our Publick Principle. Tis true; from the fewer and /-1- 47" 


terrupted Practices of the Members, we cannot argue the Se 
the Community. But from the conflant, uninterrupted Pro 
of very near all the Members, when we know they profeſs to 


according to their Publick Laws, I think, it may be very ju 

concluded. : | - | +. Church 
Mir. Reed, after this Jong Speech for him, will in Manners tba + 
in bis Offering too, and tells us what had been told before, e 
out adding a Word in anſwer to 4 of thoſe Remarks which! Her 
himſelf cites) that the Convocation muſt be looPd upon a; i! 77 
Church of England, and brings no leſs than three Cam £ 
prove it, that we may be ſure and mind when he ſpeaks; A. 
throughout P. 29. quarrels with Mr. Withers tor playing wild that 
him the Opinion and Practice of the Clergy as the Sence of uch an / 
Church of England. oak! 
FOR my Part, I own the Convocation to be the Chun tber Thi 
England Repreſentative : But T hope twill be allowed that i Froteſf. 
is a Church of England Real alſo. And where the RepreſentdWg their 
Church is filent, J muſt have Recourſe to the Real And, if rglan 
Generality of the Members give it for me, I may truly ſay, WW; tt D. 
the Judgment and Senſe of the Church of which they are N 4:77; 
bers. Thus *tis poſſible, I may know the Senſe and Opina if thei 
the Nation with reſpe& to the Pretender, either by Intel the A0 
from, or Converſation with, the Generality of the People, Md this, : 
the Parliament had been filent about it. And here I might tom ng no 1c 
them with Numberleſs Inſtances of the dead and living Men 1 O WA 
of their Church, that deteſt their Schiſmatical Principle //-n/at i: 
were (caſy to make it undeniably plain, to any that have Wl Comm. 
enough to apprehend, and Honeſty enough to own, obvious Mug whe 
that vun counter to their Inchnations - But what I have fad theſe } 
ready is enough to ſhow, that the CAVE AT ſtands n Y then 
Force hitherto againſt this New, and, I hope, Deſpicable Mit be lain 
Anabaptifts, notwithſtanding the weak and ſpiritleſs Efforgn'ow look! 
its poor bigotted Adverſary. . epeald, 
| In make it 
SECTION III. THE CAVEAT had ſaid, „it the 
ec Gentlemen's Practice was an Affront to the State as well WM Deen 
44 Church. | | | nliar Rey 
eral Poſts 


TO this he anſwers, I muſt needs fay, very honeſtly VA 
Manner) owning the Charge - But withal tells us, that he at they ma 
en and ay; 
ny and to 


indeed is very true; for he muſt not (as he pleads ) it 
Ve the grea 
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bee is a pretty Jeſt too: Mr. R. Poor Man ! fears he ſhould have 

betrayd the Church, if he had not been Rebaptiz d; though he 
cannot deny, unleſs he will ſhipwrack his Conſcience, but that Otis 
directly contrary to her Practice; and that an Inſtance of this 
ature is counted anomalous, and rare even to a Wonder. 

TO aggravate the Afront (as he calls it) that we offer to the 
Church and State by diſſenting, he would argue from the late Act 
hat excludes from Offices all thoſe that do not join in Communion 
with the Church of England: And afks us, whether that Act des 
vt few, that the QU E E N, LO RD 8 and COM M 0 NS 


1+ 8 57 771/73? 5 our being no longer Diſſenters from the Eſta. 
Mild Church. 


:  4/iv. 1 would venture to lay a 2 Wager Mr. Reed never 
ad that Act: Certainly if he had, he could never have offered 
uch an Affront to the QUEEN, LORDS and COMMONS 
5 toalk ſuch a Queſtion, For that very Act is intituled, among 
ther Things, An Act for confirming the Toleration granted 
o Proteflant Diſſenters by an Act intituled, An Act for exemp- 
Ing their Maje ſties Proteſtant Subjects, diſſenting from the Church 
England, from the Penalties of certain Laws, and for ſupply- 
the Defects thereof : And in the Preamble ?tis ſaid, *twas tor 
te quieting their Minds, and rendring them ſecure in the Exer- 
ſe of their Religious Worſhip : And we are aſſured in the ct, 
ut the Act of Toleration ſhall at all Times be inviolably ob ſerdꝰd. 
d this, any one may ſee, looks very. inuch like inſiſting on our 
ing no longer Diſſenters 6 

TOWARD the latter End of the Page (p. 30.) he talks ot a 


ple, enſation; and that, if one will not, another will, admit us to 
ve Wl: Communion, &c. As the Caſe now ſtands, I conteſs there are 
1; ouch who would: But, ſuppoſing GOD ſhould in his Anger 
fel er tieſe Principles to prevail, (as He has almoſt as bad &er - 


„] then certainly (as the CAVE AT obſerved ) an Embargo 
it be lain on the QUE ENꝰs Prerogative, or the Act, which 
now look d upon as the Bulwark of the National Church, muſt 
repeal'd, or, which is all one, lie dormant. Yet Mr. R. would 
In make it nie from the very Deſign of the Injun&ion, 
at, if the Clergy were difpleas'd at it, it would not be injoin'd. 
Je De/ſizn was (he flatters himſelf) fo engage Men to have 4 
uliar Regard to that Church, thro which they paſs9d to their 
era Pods. Yes, by all Means; they receive the Sacrament, 
at they may be more ingaged to Compliment the Prieſts! The 
en and avowed Deſign of it was to ſecure the Proteſtant Reli- 
hy and to keep out the Papiffs; and that Proteſtants might 
e the greater and more — Obligation on them to be now 
| | an 


crament, or Military Oath, to ingage them, as much as poſſjj 


and Faithful. They take it, as the Romans of Old did the 1. 
SECT 


to be true, and, at the ſame Time, to give the demanded Seay mn Sol 


rity that they will be ſo. ES confine. 
| 4 = ö 
SECTION IV. Mr. R fays, Tis roundly aſſerted, thy ak 
their Prattice $14hes very much againsf King Charles the Fir Honou. 
To which he anſwers, That ſuppofing he was baptized by a H ought : 
byterian Miniſter, yet, if you conſider what 1 faid in the Beg ſelf  . 
ning, we need not take off his Crown ot Martyrdom. I mind; erer 
ſaid, that a Perſon fo baptized is ozt of the Church, p. 4. not « Lajer, tl 
mitted into it, 101 entitled to the Privileges of that Society, p. U or dh 1 
and has no Right to the Covenanted Mercy of GOD, p.5. ant to th 
ſurely this will not ſecure to him the Red Letter and the Cm Fre time. 
The Inſtance of the Catechumens ( as has been obſerved p. oneftt? 
is forcion and impertinent. He bad better, without ſo much Mes that 
ding, have anſwered, as he is forced to do at laſt, that Hm % Don 
the Caſe be as to King Chatles, he will not alter his Principle, b. 33. B 
; ; a : | Donati 
SECTION V. *Twas ſaid, this New Doctrine affront! H Vin 
preſent MAJESTY, by arraigning her as unequally Toked, Boer) 
this the Commoner aniwers 3 My, Withers is very ſweet upon Term of 
DUEEN and the late Prince — Muff we attribute to 0:0; br 
Prince what He never had? Not at all; ſtand ſtoutly to it; Mein 
it boldly : It He was nor a Chriſtian, why {ſhould He be honou tte Cat! 
as one ? This methinks is not very ſweet upon the QUEEN wi: came 0 
Prince either. But, is Mr. W. ſure (for tis good to be {ure „ 1 ſupp 
that He did not receive his Baptiſm from a Lay-Maws or W | 
man's Hand, hoth which ave allowed in that Church? If be MEC Y! 


he is no Chriſtian in Mr. Witherss Reckoning? Very ſmart th 
I anſwer; Surer than he is that Mr. Withers writ the CAVE 
or that Bp. Blackall is a Chriſtian, if his Principles be true. 
there any Reaſon to ſuppoſe, the Prince was baptized by all 
Man, or Woman? Can we ſuppoſe a King's Court without] 
Chaplain belonging to it? Ts it not ten Thouſhnd to one, i 
was? Can he be ſure of many of the moſt important Truthss 
auy other than a znoral Aſſurance? And this is the Aſſurance 
have, that He was not ſo baptized. In one Word ; according 
Mr. Reed, we are ſzre the Prince was not a Chriſtian ; Accord 
to Mr. . tis more than ten Thouſand to one, if He was 00 
And we have a zugral Aſſurance that He was, Now he that 
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arraivns the QUEEN's Conduct, may he bear with lim f Hout of 
Merit of it, fay I, till he publickly recant? her than a 


m. To (4 
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SECTION VI. The CAVEAT charges this New Schemt 
ith 00 n, and quotes Dr. Stillingfleet, who ſays, © He tha. 
confines the Church, divides it, & c. To this the Convert . 
ile it as quoted, (a Sawcy Innuendo ) ſays he, 1 own it. 
ut Separating and Limiting 2s a Duty ſometrmes. Right: Ti 
Honour, when done for Truth and Conſcience ſake. But then» 
ought not to contradict the Senſe of the Church, and profeſs 
ſelf a Member of it at the ſame time. Very true (lie owns) : 
ut every Man that is honeſt will cok to the Book of Common. 
ver, the Articles and Canons, and mt matter what others 
or do in Contradiction to them. This will appear but meer 
ant to the Reader by this time, but unſufierably bold at the 
me time. I do not wonder now, he could charge Mr. V. with 
ſhoneſtty; ſince he has implicitly branded all thoſe Biſhops and 
ries that are not of his Gang, for a Company of Knaves, 
hund Domini faciant, & M. | 

b. 33. HE tranſcribes Mr. Withers's Account of the Schiſin of 
e D-natiſts ; but to what Purpoſe, unleſs to be a more tormen- 
Witneſs againſt Him and his Fellow-Schiſmaticks, I believe 
Mortal can gueſs. Tis known they ſet up a new and unheard 
Term of Communion, confined the Church within their own 
unds, branded others as &:hi/maticks that would not reſolve 
r Uniformity in their Way, contradicted the Sence and Practice 
the Catholick Church, and infiited on the Rebaptization of all 
at came over to them. T's point where this bears hard, needs 
, 1 ſuppoſe, a particular Application, 


SECTION VII. It was ſaid, & Another miſchievous Con- 
[quence of this New Doctrine is, that it has a Tendency to 
weaken the Proteſiant Succeſſion, as by Law eſtabli{h?d in the 
Houſt of FLANOVER, feing they had no other than a Preſbj- 
tian Baptiſm, ? To this he replies, after the old Way, I hey 
lt be baptized by a Lay-Man, or Woman, &c. *Tis pyfible 
miglit be ſo: But *tis ridiculous to think it was ſo with the 
uſe of HANOVER, or the Pretender either; lince *tis ouly in 
Iles of Neceſſity, and in the Abſence of a Prieit, that Papiſts or 
ulherans do it: And therefore it would be fooliſh indeed for 
to think to create any Prejucice againſt the Pretender, on the 
Cunt of the Queſtionableneſs of his Baptiſm. But how eaſy is 
t do it with the blind Zealots of this new-rais*d Party, againſt 
Houſe of FANOVER? Which, every one is ſatisfied, had no 
er thay a Preſbyterian, that is, according to them, 79, Bap- 
m. To {ay that the Pretender's Baptiſm 75 4s precarious and 
ertain, if not more, than that of the Hoyje of HANOVER 
V1 | B. 3 157 


=o 


„ pi 
is, at firſt ſight, too palpably ſtretc}*d to. paſs for Truth, ot: 
Miſta ke, even with his own Friends, For tis ten 'Thoufand 9 


one but the Pretender was baptized by a real FPrieſt: Where 
tis certain that the Family of HANOVER was baptized by 
Presbyterian Miniſter at moſt ; 7. e. tis certain, according ty 


the Doctrine of this New Se&, that they were never baptized 3 
all. Vet, for the ſake of a uſeleſs Retort, which muſt be op 
tradicted in the very next Breath, he comes with his fooliſh a 
malicious Cant : I wiſh this Do&rine has not been eſpouſed i 
Print by Mr. Withers, to alienate Mens Minds from 'a Prote 


ſtant Succeſſor, and to reconcile them to a Popiſh Pretenier 


When, according to him, the Pretender's Baptiſm is 4s dubio 
if not more. Thus you ſee, though he canndt ſting, he ſhowsl 
good Will to it: But being a little intangled in this Paragraph 
vext and nettled with the grating Evidence of the CAVEAT, i 
is reſolved to make one effectual Struggle, and break throuy 
Thus you find he conclud:s the Section in a bold Sally, Mut 
give up what we are perſwaded is Truth, for the ſake of thi 
great PERSONAGE on whom the CROWN is entail( 
No! not if my QUEEN was involved in the ſame unhajj 
Circumſtances ; my QUEEN, I ſay, whom I honour, al 
world ſerve at the Expence of all but my Soul. Strange! Hy 
it brightens! Semel in Anno ridet Apollo Once in five and fi 
Pages our Author is briſk. | 


SECTION VIII. It was aſſerted, “ That the Practice d 


c theſe Gentlemen renders every Man's Chriſtianity precarious- 


& for there are, and conſtantly have been, in the Church of Ey 
& land, Clergy- Men, who had no other than a Preſbyterian By 


e tiſm. Now, if theſe are no Chriſtians, *tis impoſſible tht 


& {hould be Chriſtian Prieſts ; their Adminiſtrations are ul; ai 
& all ſuch who have been immediately or mediately baptized by 
& them, are excluded the Goſpel-Covenant, & c. | 

T HIS is what they call Argumentim ad Hominem, or ai 
ing from the Adverſary's Principles. That which the preſent I 
gument is founded upon, is, that there can be no true Chun 


and by conſequence no true Chriſtians, unleſs there has been ag 


uninterrupted Succeſſion of Minifters validly ordained, from th 
Apoſtles Days. Accordingly, our Adverſaries pretend to {uct 
Succeſſion continued by Epiſcopal Ordination. But the CEA 
tells them, They have not ſich a Succeſſion, ſuppoſing Epiſcop4 
Ordination uninterrupted ; Becauſe, many of thoſe who were! 
ordain'd according to their Doctrine) were not Chriſtians, ſol 
Chriſtian Prieſts; and then all thoſt Conſequences, that the Ck 
VEAT mentions, muſt neceſſarily follow. 5 
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(37) 
PUT here Mr. R. (being belike not quite calm'd down ſince 
« briſk Sentence) miſtakes the Nature of the Arguments and is 


t a 
Wii 


real©1 cd to retort it Word for Word, p. 55, 36. Tis pity, I con- 
Fi ll this fine Turn ſhould be ſpoiled in two or three Lines; 
yet 1 cannot help it: For, ſuppoſing all the Diſſenters thought 
i 8; eptiſu inualid, and it could be proved, that there have 
en among us many Miniſters who have had no other than Lay- 


a en, (which yet, I believe, he cannot prove) there might 


0 WW: withitanding, according to our Principles, be lawtul Mini- 
ct: And though one Link be broken, it does not render the 
oder ol: Chain uſeleſs, For I would argue thus; Though a Perſon 
d by 4 Loy-Man, if he be certainly known to be ſuch, 
vs wt vt to be reputed validly baptized, but to receive Baptiſm 
ran: a amn and regular Hand; yet, if after a long Se- 
„, Lars it ſhould be proved that he had received his Baptiſm 
oh ne, it muſt nam be accounted valid ; . nom 
eile to recover it: So that unavoidable Neceſlity mußt 
f le that Adt valid, which otherwiſe would not have been fo : 
ai an irreceberable Deficiency unt paſs for ſufficient in ſuch a 
n r, (which would be very abſurd) for the ſake of Order, 
„ud rin into unſpeakable Confiiſians. This is no ſingular 


| Hoi 
d fit 


nion, but what, in other Caſes, is judged highly reaſonable. 
lus thoſe that plead warmeſt for Hereditary Right, do not mean 
ge mußt have been an Uninterrupted Succeſſion trom Father to 
n, or to the next legitimate Heir; for that has bren broken 


rice es without Number; but that, after a long Series, Power, 
eus uch originally uſurp'd, grows up till it be converted and eita- 
tf En into Right ; And the Continuation of the Succciſion is 


I Ban 
le the 
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ized bi 


in filed upon with the ſame Rigor, as if it had never been 
erupted, | | 

BUT our Adverſaries cannot ſalve themſelves by the ſame 
aon: For their Principle is, that there can be ud valid Admi- 
tration in any Caſe without a lawful Miſiam. This 1 know to 


r ar true ; or they are falſe; For I have heard them alert, there 
ent Abe no Caſe of Neceſſity urged as an Exception: And Mr. Laws 


Chun firs, if the Epiſcopal Order were extinqt, tis our Duty, as 


heen s Safety, t wait and hope for a new Revelation *, 80 
rom Wt, till that time, all Miniſterial Acts, and by Conſequence Pub- 
> ſui Worſhip, muſt be ſuſpended, Seeing then many of their 
AVA, by their own Confeſlion, were never baptized, it Baptiſm 
piſcop be 
Were f — a — — — —.— — — 
15,10 199 Lar-Bapti ſim invalid, Pt. 1. Append. p. 127. Edit. zd. 
the C ). Hicks declares his Conſent to this, in his Letter to 


5 


„Lawrence. P. 59. 


9 23 
be proved Neceſſary to make a Man a Subject capable of the pre 
hood; it neceſlari!! follows, that their Adminiſtrations are a 
null, and by Conſequence their own Chriſtianity is precarious 3 
the CAVE AT afhrmed. ; | | 

THE next thing therefore is to examine, whether Baptiſm 
neceſſary to capacitate a Man for Holy Orders? Our Aduery 
ries contend for the Negative with great Application and Cy 
cern; as well they may: For they have a great Stake dependiy 
upon it. The Argument they bring for it is this, viz. © Bapig 
& is only a Perſonal Qualification, as Temperance, Humiling 
& c. Other Virtues are indeed neceſſary, in relation to hin 
& felt, to recommend a Man to G()D's Favour ; but nothing 
&« requiſite to render his Adminiſtrations valid in relation to 
& thers, ſave only that he has a lawful Conmmiſſion.— So thi 
& by virtue of this, he may make others Chriſtians, though hel 
& none himſelf. To this it was anſwered, That it is not onj 
neceſſary that an Officer ſacred or civil has a Comw27{/ion, but thi 
he be a Subject capable of it. Should a Biſhop (for we ſpeakn 
of what Chriſ may do) grant a Commiſſion to a Woman, tl 
would be a perfect Nullity, becauſe ſhe is no fit i ; Whid 
was proved by the very ſame Argument, that they uſe to pry 
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Preſbyters have no Power to ordain; namely, hecarſe they lu wid 4 
no Commiſſion. So we ſay here: A Biſhop has no Commilſiont Wd mon 
ordain an wnbaftized Perſon ; therefore it muſt be nul, it WW that! 1] 
thould doit. And farther, not one Inſtance can be given of WF” 7! as 
either from Scripture or Antiquity ; but tis prohibited by bo het 
Vid. CAV EAT, from Pas. 19 to 26. them, . 
TO this Mr. Reed anſwers: Mr. Withers has not quoted i“ bapti 
Subſtance of Mr. Lawrence's Argument. Whether he has or 1 lardity, 
is not for him or me to judge: But, to prevent farther AcculV®? when 
ons, I Mall not ſtick to do it, I hope, to his Satisfaction. Med; 
Lawrence's Argument then is more at large thus: * « BaptfM/e did, p 
“ is but a Perſonal Qualification, as Holineſs, Temperance, miſſion 
& For all Perſons are equally bound to be baptized. *Tis not H "can, 
& tiſm, but the Commiſſion, makes him a Chriſtian Miniſter, " t 4s he w 
« Baptiſm is not the Commiſfi5-1, nor an Eſſential Part of i dlamable, 
& Not the Commiiſſion, for then all that are baptized would h be been vc 
& it: Not an Eſſential Part of it; for a Commiltion is but plain 
& thing : And if they have an Eſential Part, they muſt havet chores ' 
& wile, which brings us back to the firſt Abſurdity. Coon ho Mz 
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* quently the want of Baptiſin alone cannot make a Man de 


& tute of Holy Orders. A Perſon out of the Church ( 1 
9 | i an TEIN 


1 1 
* 


* Lay-Baptiſm invalid. Append. P. 134139. 


2 


r 
reſpe& to any Benefit to himſelf) may have Authority medi- 
ately to convey thoſe Benefits to others. Thus a Maſter of a 
Family may ſend a Stranger with full Power to adopt an Or- 
rhan, ---- And our Bleſſed Lord called unbaptized Perſons, viz. 
the Epoſtles, who cannot be proved to have been baptized iu the 
Name of the Trinity, before his Reſurre&ion. ---- Paul was 


Un , commuttioned to preach before he was baptized. The Zewiſh 
0 Curch during the 40 Years in the Wilderneſs had no Circum- 
nan cen, which was as neceſſary to qualify Men for Holy Orders 
5 . s Baptiſiu is now : Yet the Miniſtry of thoſe Pries and Le- 
Lion vites, who were born in the time of theſe 45 Years, was not 
115 nulbd and made void for want of Circumciſion, ? This, I 
ing iP Mr. R. will allow to be the Sum and Subſtance of Mr. Law- 


nes Argument. 


* [ ſhall now lay before you the Strength of what Mr. Reed has 
b hehe rred, and then anſwer to both; for they both build on one 
undation; and what will deſtroy one Argument, muſt neceſſa- 


7 ruine the other. Mr. Reed 's Speech is as follows. 
[T was our Bleſſed Saviour*s Deſign, the Apoſtles ſhould not 
ly commiſſion baptized Perſons, but the beſt of Chriſtians ; ---= 
= tt They and the Primitive Church never knowingly did 
Jerwiſe But what then? - Does it follow, that if an Officer 
ld d otherwiſe it would be null: Being a Novice is rec- 
nd among the re$t of the Perſonal Qualifications, | very accu- 
te that] And why Baptiſm ſhould not, he can ſee no Reaſon. 
wit was the Apoſtles Kindneſs to thoſe who were newly bapti- 
g that put him upon dehoyting Timothy from ordaining any 
them, left the Poor Men ſhould not be able to bear it --=« p. 40. 
Ir a baptized Perſon, according to My. W. might, without any 
; or oP "1 dity, Dave been made a Chriftian Prieft, or Biſhop + So 
t when Timothy was forbidden to lay Hands on one lately 
ptized ; he only means that he would have been much to blame 


apf e 47d, p. 41. And therefore when he ſays, He could have no 
ce, H nmiſſion to ordain a Perſon who never was baptized, he can 


ot B mean, he would, if he did, tranſgreſi the Apoſtle's Orders 
(cr, 4s he world, had he ordained thoſe that were not temperate, 
vlamable, (Sc. But it would not follow, if he had, it would 
de been void in the one Caſe, more than in the other. And 
but Ms plain to him from this ſingle Conſideration, that the Apo- 
have -herges Timothy, (1 Tim. 5. 21, 22.) to lay Hands ſuddain- 

Co on ho Man oz this Conſideration, that whatever the Perſon 
an det he, he was upon the laying on of his Hands validly or- 
| ned. For otherwiſe this Motive, | leaſt he ſhould be Partaker 
reſp otter Mens Sins,] would have been needleſs. For had # 
© veep 


2044 0 0 


— 


e 
. — . 
— "2 


=S e 
CS re 


r 
2 o_ ” 
SI's 7 


— WW Ms. Lo a 
„ on : 
7 * 
e 8 . 
t 


turn this Anſwer, The Queſtion is not, Whether Baptiſin be 
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Man can tell where we muſt top. And whereas Mr. R. fays, 
the Apoſtle's Motive would be uſeleſs, unleſs, cn the laying d 


the one, muſt neceſſarily exclude the other. And accordiiy 


Book, I will preſent you with my two Gentlemens 
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been valid, he wduld only have been guilty of Trifling, 11 3 
other Mens Sins. e a oe an 
* THIS is the Sum and Strength of '5 Pages: To all which 
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Perſonal Qualification or no; but, Whether it be ſuch a Perg 
Qualification as Meetneſs, Temperance, Unblamableneſi, 
Which We deny: and our Adverſaries are bound to prove: 
he that. ailerts, mult prove. We diſtinguiſh between Perch 

ualifications ; and ſay, Some are neceſſary to capacitate a Pel 
for an Apoſiolical Commiſſion : Others are accidental, and nw 
fary only for the Miniſter's proper Benefit. Of the former 
are, that the Perſon be a Man, a Chriſt:an, &c. Ot the lat 
that he be temperate, holy, ſound in the Faith, &c, Ther 


Mr. Reed might have {pared his Paraphraſe, P. 40. Unleſs he . fon 1s 
rove Baptiſm to be a Perſonal Qualification of the latter one E. 
he doth nothing. 5 | which 
WE grant alſo, that whatever a Biſhop does contrary to beine 
Deſign of bis Commiſſion, is not preſently null and invalid: | the P. 
Reaſon is plain from the Diſtinction juſt now mentioned: B {tute « 
will not follow, that therefore he may run beyond his Comm Diders 
on as far as he pleaſes, and yet give a valid Order: If i Chirch 
might authorize {ufants, Mad-men, Idiots, Women, and tl | 
that were cut off from the viſible Body of the Church, ande 
over to the Devil: And will not any Man ſay, this is abw_hl 7 1 


There muſt be ſome Bound: But, if we go out of the Church 


Timothy's Hands, the Perſon would become validly ordan 
whatever he might be; tis maniteſtly talſe. For if ſome wall 
( viz, thoſe who wire deſtitute of the Accidental Qua liſicai 
as Holineſs, Cc.) and others would not, (namely thoſe 
were deſtitute of the Neceſſary ones) the Motive would be fil 
uſeful : So that Timothy might be guilty of other Mens Sint, 
authorizing thoſe he ought not, and guilty of Trifling, by 
tempting to authorize thoſe whom he could not, namely, ul 
tized Heathens or Intidels. # 

IF a Biſhop ſhould ordain a Woman, I ſuppoſe, our Ad 
ries will grant, that the Act would be null. I ſay, if the Fel 
be not a Chriſtian, *twould alſo. The ſame Reaſons that excl 
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Mr, Lawrence's and Mr. Reed's Arguments will prove that 
ther is to be excluded; and ( mutatis mutandis) may be 

to plead either Way. That you may not think I ſpeak witld 
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Emule Clergy 2 Which however is better than an unbaptized 
ONE, Fs | e e 


12 Mr. Lawrence's runs thus EE 

« [VIRILITY, or being a MAN, ] is but a Perſonal Qua- 
{ lification. *T's not | being a Man, ] but the Commiſſion which 
makes a [ Perſon | a Chriſtian Miniſter. | The being a _ ] 
is not the Commiſſion For, if it was, then all | Men} as ſuch 
Hare commiſſion d Officers of the Church; which is abſurd, and 
{ contrary to the Principles of | thoſe who make the Obje&ion ]. 
gain; | the being a Man] is no inſtituted Eſſential Part f 
the Commiſſion: For, if it be, then all Men] as ſuch have® 
one inſtituted Eſſential Part of a Commiſſion, though not a 
whole Commiſſion : Which is alſo abſurd ; becauſe a Commiſ- 
fon is but one Thing Therefore all | Men}. if they have 
one Eſſential Part of a Commiſſion, muſt have the whole - 
Which brings us back to the firſt Abſurdity. And conſequently - 

being a Man] being no conſtituent Eſſential Part of 

the Perſon's ] Comnuſſion, or Ordination, | She] who is de- 
fitute of ¶ that ] is not, for that Want alone, deſtitute of holy 
Orders. Here | it cahnot be obje&ed; that She] is out of the 
Church, | or if it could] a Perſon out of the Church, &c. 


5 Mr. Reed's ſtands thus: : 
I believe it was our Saviour®s Deſign, the Apoſtles ſhould not 
ly commiſfion | Men J, but the beſt | of Men Þ and the Apoſtles 
d mot primitive Chriſtians never knowingly praiſed other= 
ſe, But what then? Does it follow, that whatever an Of- 
er does ot herwiſe is null? - *Tis true; if the Apoſtle would 
t have one that is | Effeminate ordain d, we may, a fortiori, 
clude, He would not have a | Woman] ordain d. But if any 
ron] thinks, that an ¶ Effeminate] Perſon, and conſequently 
[Woman ], could not haue been validly ordain'd, when the 
obibition of Paul was in Force again | her] Then a Perſon 
2 had not been blameleſs, or orthodox, &c. was alſo incaptble 
avalid Ordination, &c. 
THUS you might run thro? all the uſcleſs Harangue, only 
ging the Term Baptized for Man, Unbaptized for W:man, 
l Novice for Effeminate, 8c. and the Argument recoils firong 
on them, It would not paſs: And what could I do but return 
is in vain for them to urge, there is an expreſs Prohibition 
nſt a Woman: For, if I ſhould reſolve to be croſs, and an- 


be U in their own Words, they muſt of Force accept it. I fay 

. Wing, ir Mr. K. thinks a Woman] could not have been validly 

ons ined when the Prohibition of Paul was in Force againſt _ 
| | 2 


Fel j Sas F 
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e 


then a Perſon, who had not been blameleſs, or orthodox, &c, y| 
alſo incapable of it ; For there 1s a Prohibition againſt them aj 


And ſeeing they have had the Confidence to palm upon us fi 
viſible Abſurdities, I am reſolved to proſecute them in their Cg 
ſequences ; and will not give up my Aſſertion ?till they give 


theirs, which is as abſurd, and has no more, if it has as much 


ſupport it, as the other. 2 

BUT, that I may not overlook even the inconſiderable Party 
their Arguments, I {hall now take Notice of what has not he 
yet particularly anſwer'd. B 
SAYS Mr. Lawrence; “ As *tis not the Perſonal 'Holineſj 
the Adminiſtrator, that conveys Holineſs to me in the Mini 
ce tion of any Sacrament z. ſo neither does his having et 
& that Sacrament, ſignify any thing to me for the Validity tha 
& of, when he adminiſters it to me by virtue of a Divine (q 


«a 


c miſfion explicitly given to him. 


I grant it: This is a meer Ignoratio Elenchi. It was ne 
queſtioned, that I know, but that a Few might validly bapt 


| it he had a Divine Commiſſion 10 to do: And ſo might any Uni 
tiꝛed Perſon, as he ſays. But the Diſpute is, whether he haf 


a Commiſſion, or no? GOD might, I own, if he pleas, g 


a Commiſſian to one on of the Church, to act as an Officer ml 


But the Queſtion is, whether He has given Authority to MEN 
grant ſuch a Commiſſion? Which can never be an{wered by | 


ing, Any Man might validly do it by virtue of a Divine Cm 
ion explicitly given him. 


« AS a Maſter of a Family may ſend a Stranger, who i 


« of his Family, to adopt an Orphan into it?: So Chriſt 


Head of the Church, may commiſſion one not entered into 


Church by Baptiſm to adminiſter it to others. But yet G 


Miniſters may not commulſion ſuch a one; as a Servant ot: 
my ſent by his Maſter to adopt an Orphan may not commulli 


i anger to do it. And this I take to be very parallel to the ( 


in Hand: Vea, fo parallel, that Mr. L. could not have prod 
a better Inſtance in our Favour. | 
** OUR Lord (he proceeds) called both Unbaptized and 


„ oly Men, viz. his Apoſtles, who cannot be proved to 


4 qa baptized in the Name of the Trinity before His Rell 
iN, 

Ladd, No, nor after neither. It cannot be proved, they | 
ever baptized with Mater, though they were with the H 
and with Fire. Suppoſing they were not baptized, what 
lows ? Only this, That our LORD, as SOVEREIGN, 
as Onc to whom Al Power was given, might call on . 

| = | ; 
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4 Sbject 


Lniſtry without Baptiſm, if He pleaſed. He might likewiſe ne- 
r have appointed it: And now He has, He may make ſome ex- 
ordinary Exceptions, it He thinks fit. But ſtill there is no Ar- 
ment, that MEN can diſpenſe with it. But then, as it cannot 
provech that the Apoſtles were baptized; ſo it cannot be pro- 
4, they were not. By Conſequence; they cannot be offer'd ſo 
ch as for Inſtances of Chriſc's SOVEREIGN POWER. 

AS for his Argument from the Condition of the Fews in the 
fderneſs, tis ſo poor and impertinent, that I wonder, how a 
1, who pretends to Accuracy, could ſtumble upon it; or, if 
had, that he ſhould be no more wary in managing it. For thoſe 
ry Words, that he cites and ſo carefully diſtinguiſhes by a diffe- 
t Character to i7force his Argument, utterly ruime it. For, 
ing the Uncircumciſed was, by GOD's own Appointment, (as 
pres) to be cut off from among his People; and if (as he 
res elſewhere) no Cale of Neceffity can excuſe it; and yet GOD 
where expreſſes his Anger, or ſhows his Diſlike to that Neglect, 
5 was conſtantly done for any remarkable Offence, .though far 
than this is ſuppoſed to be) but, without any Reproof tor the 
get, gave FJaſhuabh Orders, when they had done travelling in 
Wilderizeſs, to renew it, Jaſh. 5. 2. Theſe things conſider'd, 
ar, Does it not appear to be from the unmediate Command of 
Y that it was omitted? And fo that it was an extraordinary 
e which (as the CAVE AT ſays) is no Rule for inferior Of. 
ns ta meaſure their Authority by. 


wh HIS Mr. R. owns to be vey true, p. 45. Let, in the ſime 
Jim ath, has the Weakneſs to alk, Suppaſing they ſhould do ſo, 
50 e. mealuire their Authority by extraordinary Acts) how can it 


roved not to hold good? This he has anſwered for himſelf, 
o. by another Queition, That will make Miniſtrations inva- 
i being contrary to the Inſtitution will not? But, 2dly, it 
tbe owned, as we have: already noted, that every thing con- 
to the Inſtitution is not always void; but then it mult be in 
le things that are not eſſeutial to it, but only Prudential In- 
tis how to act moit agreeably to the Intention of it. For 
ple; Suppofing a King ſhould fend his Lieutenant into a 
wry, that had lately ſubmitted to him, with a Commiſſion to 
punt Officers there, and withal give him theſe Inſtructions how 


170 manage, vz. that he ſhould take care to chooſe none but thoſe 

4 am he tound to be faithful, truly Loyal, and hearty in Tits In- 

GN t; that (though they had theſe Characters) he ſhould not 
| 2 


le any that were but ju naturalized, &c. In this Inſtance, 
very plain, the Commiſſion regarded ſuch Per ons only a+ pra- 
4 Subjeflion to the King, and were, by Naturalization, re- 
F 2 puted 
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( reputed his Subjects: And, had the Lieutenant commiſſioned ay 
of a Neighbouring Province, it had been all one as if he had a 
ed as a Private Man; that is, all he did thus would be void. 'Th 

Reaſon is evident, becauſe they are here ſuppoſed incapable Suk 


as 15 pr 
Subjec 
1e of t. 


. s tans > t reſts 11 
jects; which is the ſtronger implied, in that they are not, inf 1 Py. 


many Words, prohibited, as ſome others are, who are yet fi be of n 
ſed to be capacitated, as they are Subjects. But then, ſhould tie not b: 
Lieutenant be regardleſs in his Choice of the King's Subjects, n ſting) 
comnuſtion thoſe that were not ſo faithful and Loyal, as thy THE F 
ought, no one will ſay, that therefore they are not truly Offcen,11d wi 
(though the Deputy was to blame to make them ſo) : For te vould c 
are within the Verge of the Commiſſion, as Subjects, though thy: yardo! 
did not come up to the higheſt Deſign of him who granted it, uMWhref, m. 
the bei? Subjects: Whereas Aliens are fo far from being the At; a! 
Subjects, that they are not Subjects at all; and ſo cannot bei erdon me 
Officers by any leſs Authority, than the immediate and extra pology t 
narr Order of the Sovereign himſelf. | nis it 
BUT (ſays he, as harmleſs as may be) our Saviour ſent Wii et b 
Apoſtles with A L MO ST the ſame Power, that he exerciſed i en our $ 
ö Earth - And the Apoſtles, in Imitation of their Maſter, wat, is H 
| they were leaving the World, committed the ſame Power to oc. Tha 
iN Men. It would have been more conſcionable, and made Md yet wi 
more to imitate their Maſter, had he put in 4 LMO ST here % mances 
A How far his Almoſt may extend I do not know; I am fure, Med 


| well it was clapt in for a Salvo: But, as it is, he has 2 Men, tin 

|. ſerv'd the Whetſtone. Has any Biſhop upon Earth Power to am Irgume 

| | gate, or appoint, any Law for the Church to be governd by As to t 

| Matters of Faith? Or to inſtitute any New Order for Govencach, be! 

ment of the Church, as of Divine Right? Or to annul any tu e he 

are already inſtituted? Can they appoint Sacraments, or Sea ble, that 

the Covenant? Or add a Clauſe to it, or take a Tittle front zd, and 

Tec all this, and abundantly more, belong'd to Chriſt, as ſent i diſcharg 

the Father, or as He was Mediator and Head over all Things. Io [4 

the Church. But, to make ſhort of it, I will prove, from Me; K 

Reed's own Principles, that the Biſhops have not almoſt then! Is th 

Power that Chriſt exerciſed on Earth. According to Mr. R. tor: Pant if 

who have almoſt the ſane Power that Chrift exerciſed upon Eatt aPerſon, 

2 can on the laying on of their Hands validly ordain any Ped the (5:4 

We whatſoever: But no Bifhop upon Earth can validly ordam Wl Pay], ſa. 
Fl Perſon whatever Therefore no Biſhop upon Earth, according er 
Mr K. has almoſt the {ame Power that Chriſt exerciſed fler, , 

Earth. The Minor is proved thus No Biſhop can validly Words were 

dein a Woman: Ergo. In a Word, the CAVE AT ſpake fer did no: 

when it ſaid, “ Tho? there be ever ſo great a Plenitude of rod he was 


(* 


as is pretended in the Ordainer, yet he can ordain none but ft 


- 


an 

1 Hubjects ; But tis ridiculous to go about to proye the Fit - 

IV of the Subject from the Ordainer's Power. Still, therefore, 

a re fis upon them to prove, that an unbaptied Perſon is a fit 
% d. The Arguments they have brought hitherto are found 

poi be of no Force, ſince they only proves that Chriſt may authorize | 

tu de not baptized : So that their Chriſtianity, according to their | 
alin ſtingy Principles, is yet precarious. . - e f 
e THER E is one Weakneſs that, in meer Reſpect to Mr. R. I | 
non ould willingly have overlook'd, and that is his Dilemma, p. 45. - ; 
wre would cbaritably hope, he never ventured upon one before; and 

te pardonable, if the r be nothing to the Purpoſe. He is an- 

it, Wore, miſtaken, Man, I believe; and, poor Soul! deſigned no | 
bel rt; a little Fond of his own, as who is not? And would not "I 
maldM:rdon me, it may be, if I ſhould drop it. Without any farther 

aon pology then, I will civilly introduce it, hint at the Miſtake, and 


miſs it without Remarks. The Ordaining an unbaptized Fer- 


f f nt be abſurd, or not- If not, *tis valid: If it be. abſurd, 
ſed en our Saviour is neceſſarily limited; and with all His Autho- 
me, 75 Head of the Church, He can do nothing in ſuch a Caſe, . 
oe. That this Argument may go off maim'd and unſerviceable, 
de d yet with as little Diſgrace as tis poſſible for one in ſuch Cir- 


retaemſtances; I ſhall only deſire Mr. R. to change the Words an un- 
ptized Perſon, and put in a Noman or an Excommunicated 


rſon, find the next time he writes, let him tell me, what good 
o 208; 2roument will do him. | 
by WAS to the Inſtance of St. Paul's receiving a Commiſſion ta 


tach, before he was baptized, Mr. V. obſerved, (beſides that 
We [ao he did not preach before his Baptiſin) that “ it is proba» 
Sea OB ble, that he was commanded by our Saviour irt to be bapti- 
; ze, and then preach ---- and ſeems to have no Commiffion to 
1 ll diſcharge the one, till he had complied with the other. P. 22, 


ing. 7 ſay this (quoth the Novice very pertly) 7s to ſay what 
om M falſe ; Fortis expreſs that he was commiſſion'd before. What 
the 1aniien? Is that a Reaſon that he might execute his Commiſſion be- 
N. tue Paptiſn? May not Her MAJESTY grant a Commiſsion 
n Eat a Ferſon, who yet may not act by virtue of it, *till he has ta- 


V Fete the Oaths afterward? 1 know, our Lord, when he appeared 


Jan P, faid to him, I have appeared to thee to make thee a 
ording nen ---- delivering thee from the Gentiles, unto wham now I 
(ed tee, Acts 26. 17, Yet, though it muſt be granted, that theſe 
lidly Words were a Commiſtion to St. Paul to preach, we may ſtill ſay, 


tr did not impower him to exerciſe his Office 7mmediately, be- 
f yon c he was inſtructed and baptized. For 1. If he was here or- 
i dercd, 


f 


(46 ). 8 
dered to go to the Gentiles immediately, before he was baptized, . -_ 
he ſinn'd in not going. Whereas we cannot ſuppoſe, he would, And 
diſobedient to the Heavenly Viſi n. 2. If we compare this 40 Fence 3 
count with the other Hiſtories of his Converſion, we ſhall eafj Wight ( 
find another Reaſon to make this probable. We are told, A i tha 
6. that the Lord ſaid to him, Go into Damaſcus, and it ſhall bs 
told thee what thou mult do + And Acts 22. 10. tis ſaid, It ſbal 


: 1s 

be told thee M all things which are appointed for thee to do. Tint 10 

is, I now commiſsion thee to be an Apoſtle; but thou ſnalt au ent +1: 

6 execute thy Office, till thou haſt ſpoken with Ananias, ne pec: 

© learnt of him what the Buſineſs and Duty of an Apoſtle 5. From, a 

And good Reaſon: Since he, a nem Convert, needed laſtruKinj hus, $ 
in the Chriſtian Faith and Duties, of which he . muſt be ſuppoid of + 
8 to have been ignorant, while a zealous Phariſee, and a Per cular. 2.49 
5 of the Church, 1 Tim. 1.13. 3 · In order to his full Inſcruction boſe, t 
1 and Qualification for the Apoſtleſhip, be muſt receive the Hoh tel, 8c 
x Ghoſt: But he did not receive him, till Ananias laid his Hand n tie o 

cf upon him; Acts 9. 1). 4. He was moreover to be baptized, Ne lor 
h fore he could execute his Office. Acts 22. 153 15. Thon {halt be nrding] 
1 . his Witneſs to all Men - and nom, why farrieſt thou? di Phich it 
[> and be baptized. As it he had ſaid, © GOD has appointed thee 11; to! 
7 be an Apoſtle, but thou muſt f/f be baptized ; Therefore all... 
i © and be baptized without Delay, that thou mayeſt go forth and; ; of” 
3 yreach the Goſpel. Laſtly: Accordingly we find, that 60. 1 
| actually fir baptized: AR; 9. 18, 20. He was baptized . at olf; firſ 
* ftraitway he preached Chriſt. Theſe Conſiderations plainly food then 
| that the Word [ MOW | Acts 26. 17. does not imply that 9 hemſelve 
| Paul was ſent to, or made an Apoſtle o the Gentiles ;mmediate AND. 
Iy upon Chriſt's appearing to him, before he was baptized. No. on! ” 
Chriſt, who alone could make an Apoſtle, then gave hum a 2 ſen, 600 
miſsion indeed; but ſtill would not allow him to act in Con 0 nd moſt 
quence of it, till he was inſtructed, baptized, and had recent 1 
the Holy Ghoſt. So that if he had gone about the Execution ; ; and y. 
1 the Apoſtolical Office before his Baptiſim, he would have ati": ., 87 
\ without a Commiſsjon, becauſe that did not impower him to He , + 15 
11 niſter, till he himſelf was baptized. : | ban, if ne 
* BUT here Mr. Lawrence ſtops us with a Dilemma full 8 hind, th 
1 harmleſs as Mr. Reed's: “ Either Paul's Ordination was iy ons they g 
1 AIbefore his Baptiſm, or it was valid, & c.“ I anſwer: 1 atural I. 
5 Commission Chriſt gave him needed not to be repeated, an" Work, by 
* might act upon the Strength of it; yet it did not take 1 127 ther neceſ 
bo, 1mpower him to act, till after his Eaptiſm, and his receiving UF, 

_ - Holy Ghoſt. | : EY 
. THE CAVEAT had farther ſaid, “ That this Inſtance 5 


| FI . * 
St. Paul, if applied to common Caſes, will ruin that very Cauſe 
for the Support of which it is produced. For he was commiſ- 
 foned ta preach without the Impoſition of a Biſhop's Hand: 
And therefore ſo may others too. Mr, R. allows the Infe- 
Fence 3 but ſays, Twill do us no Service : For then a Biſhop 
might Ordain without Impoſition of Hands, He ſays very true: 
But that is not all that can be made of the Matter : But farther, 
as Paul was Ordained without a Biſhop, ſo might others; if 
us Caſe might be brought down to Imitation. 

TO ſum up the Evidence: The Cafe, in ſhort, ſtands at pre- 
ſent thus: The Chriſtian Church, which is made up of a choſen 
und peculiar People, is always repreſented at the att Diſtance 
from, and in the directeſt Oppolition to, the reſt of the World, 
hus, She is called the Kzngdom of Heaven; while thoſe who are 


he Body of Chriſt, the Family of GOD, the Temple of the Holy 
boft, the City of the Living GOD, the Common-wealth of I, 
zel, &c. While they who are without her Pale, are noted with 
all the oppoſite Characters to ſhow, that there muſt be as little 
ellowſhip or Communion betwixt theſe two, as poſsible. Ac- 
ordingly, the Church is governed by its own particular Laws 
phich it received from GOD, and has Officers, and Miniſters ſui- 
able to her Nature, Conſtitution and Laws, namely of Dzvine 
{uthority, who all repreſent their Lord and Maſter, who is the 
Head of the Church, and conſiders it as his own Body. Theſe 
ſhcers were at firſt Inſtituted and choſen immediately by Him- 
tf; firſt made Members of the Body by an extraordinary Call, 
nd then authorized not only to exerciſe their ſeveral Functions 
hemſelves, but for the continualSupply of ſuch to authorize others. 
AND it is agreed on both Sides, that our Lord deſigned, that 
ot oy Chriſtians, but Chriſtian Men, yea the beft of Chriſtian 
en, ſhould be alone imploy'd in, and ſanctified to, this ſacred 
nd moſt important Work, But the Queſtion between us is, How 
a thoſe that have this Commiſsion may act beneath the Deſign of 
t and yet give a valid Ordination? And here again it is granted 
dn both Sides, That if the be/? of Chriſtian Men are not choſen, yet 
he A is valid. But, on the other Hand, ſhould the beſt Chri- 
lan, if not a Chriſtian Man, that is ſhould a Woman, be ſo or- 
lan'd, the Act is own'd on both Sides to be null; and the Rea- 
ons they give tor it are in general theſe two, dez. ( 1.) Their 
atural Incapacity and Inaptitude for ſo great and ſo conſtant a 
Vork, by Reaſon not only of the Inperfectiou, but alſo of the 
ther neceſſary [mployments, of that Seck. ( 2.) Anexpreſs Pro- 
wition : I ſuffer not a Vyman to teach, Fc. 1 Tim. 2. : * 
| ut 


- 


not of this Community, are ſaid to be of the World. She is ſtiled - 
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Wit hey ſpeak; their 'own' Mouths will condemn then ; And 


ran. ien LY 13 7 — 7 * 14 * 

SECTION IX. It was obſer ved, That this Practice is an 
Indignity to their Diareſun; and that it was alleged by Mr. R. 
or his Friends, that his'Lordſhip ſnould tell bim, that if he wa 


not, Rebaptize him. But this, it ſeems, was meer Banter, as 
Mr. V. was willing to believe. Well: Sure tis a ſtrange thing, 
hat his Loruſbipꝰ's good Character ſnould not be enough to ſecure 
im from the Banter of thoſe that profeſs to 'own him as a Father, 


ut, alas ! they do not ſtick to wreſt his Words, abuſe his Senſe, 
on ind expoſe'that to the World, which, if it were true, to be ſure 


e would willingly have kept as a Secret. 4 


latines to be a true and real Church, and joins it withirhe 
hurch of England, they would tempt us to believe, his Lordſhip 


n eluded us with an ambiguous Word, and only meant they were 
ta Rout. If his Lordſhip were a Man ſubject to like Paſſions 
ih moſt others, he would never bear it; unleſs, contrary to his 


ords and Actiůons, he ſhould be ſuppoſed to be privately in the 
Witereſt- of this ſcandalous Schiſm 5 which any one, that has read 
b Lordſhip's Sermons, would never, one would think, be temp- 
d to ſay; Wherefore, we cannot but conclude, Mr. R. was no 
hol, whatever he might be elſe, when he dropt thoſe Articles, 
hich he peremptorily calls Articles of Charge, but, in Truth, 
ere a Vindication of his Lordſhip, and deſign'd to convince 
len, that fo Eminent a Perſon could not be tinctured with the 
ingy Notions of this nem Secłt᷑. ä 


ut 
£ ut have the Hardineſs to aſſert, and publiſh it in Print, that his 
not Word ſhip not only nem their Actions, but approv'd them too; 


lea, (if you will believe it) I doubt not but they will tell you, 
ras by his Lordſhips own Order all this was done. 

BUT I have a few Reaſons to offer, that, I hope, will ſuffici- 
ty convince any Man, that has but a due Reſpect to the Honour 
Id Veracity of his Lordſb7p, that He hates theie uncharitable Pra- 


ces; and that his large and generous Spirit is not capable of be- 
e, mu debaſed to ſuch narrow and confining Principles. The three 
At are urged to this Purpoſe in the CAVE AT, which therefore I 


all but hint, (.) Had his Lordſhip been of theſe Gentlemens 
inan, he would never have promiſcuouſly lain Hands on ſo ma- 
Thouſands, and ommd them to be all baptized, without once 
ef ionmg whether they had ever Epiſcopal: Baptiſm. (2.) He 
never have been guilty of ſuch We akneſs and temporizing, 
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ſatisfied in his Baptiſm, be would innuediately Confirm him, if 


WHEN He ſeems, with all the Sincerity imaginable, to own the 


evertheleſs, they are not contented to be ſeandalous themſelves, 


bo bave admitted a Perſon ay Holy Orders, as he did Mr. * 


of Penzance, if he had 14. the Validity of his Baptiſn 


a Curate in a Country Pariſh, forged his Orders, and pteach d ai 


— 
. — N N 2 * * 1 
. ; | * | | 
S 9 ; by ; | 5 i 
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(Z. Ville would never have ſo candidly and openly mm d tie Pay 
tins to he 4 Church, f which I may add, mi ſo freely call aii 
Diſſenters Brethren, 4s he does in his Sermon preached. at Bren, 
wood, at the Viſitation, Hl D. 16939. 
(A.) AND which I look upon to be a confounding Ey 
dence to them, his Lordſhip well knew, that one Mr. Butler Lay 


and! 
whacl 
pal M 
that t 
Men « 
own'c 


exerciſ:d/all Miniſterial Offices there for ſeveral Years; before H ers, 
was detected. This Sham-Prieſt, his Lordſhip knew, was but ze Sacr 
meet Lay-Man - But Conſequence, every Child be baptized H e © 
but Lay-Baptiſm : Yet his Lordſbip never ordered them to be e of 
baptized; A Demonſtrative Evidence, that He thought Lay-Byj Droines 
tiſm, and conſequently: Presbyterian-Baptiſm, to be valid; alli . I 
therefore, to be ſure, cannot but be much coneern'd, that ſuch $5 ; but 
monſtrous and irregular Inſtance, as Mr. Reed is, ſhould ſtart pi trary 
his Dioceſs. ( 5.) and Laſtly ; His Lardſhip is too well acquani” >: © 
ted with the Rubrick, to order him to be baptized in the Condit t ſeems 
on Form. This one Clauſe, had we no other Reaſon, were ff hom he 
nough to make one ſuſpect the whole Story: If any one defipnst r the Ir 
1mpeſe upon another, ſure bis Story ought to be of a Piece, uit Put d 
ſent and plauſible, Tis almoſt as great an Affront to his La Mr. 
as any they have put upon him, to believe he ordered this. M . 
ever *twas that contrived it, I am ſure he a&ed without Huta le, whi 
ty: For there is not a Word in all the 3 Forms tor Baptifin Me Tl 
will vindicate Him. There is no Conditional Form in the n 16 
mon- Prayer, but only for thoſe of whom it was not certain vighh 5 BU 
ther they were baptized with Water, in the Name of the Fa lat Mr. 
Hon and Holy GH; which they knew Mr. R. had been; A hurch of 
nou it may well be aſked theſe Rebaptizers, By what Author Id wrote 
they did this? And who gave them that Authority? Did Mr. Ja 557 he ti 
Rinſon obſerve the Order of the Church, to which he has ſolemi Lojal 
promiſed to conform, when, without her Licence, he took “ be 4 
Conditional Form out of the Office for Private Baptiſin, and u forbid 
in the Othce for Public Baptiſm ? Did they, w brought * orm 47 
Reed to the Font, make 2 uncertain Anſwers to him, as | te 103, 
ib could not apperr that Mr. R. was baptized with Water, in; «a my 
Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy G hot? HH ele. 
did not: With what Conſcience could he act without the Churd 17 of Cc 
Order, and uſe the Conditional Form in baptizing Mr. R. wil | Divine 
the has appointed only in Caſe of Uncertainty as to Matter i 1 Priva 
Form The Church no where allows the Priefis to uſe this Condi = Ch 
onal Form, when they are uncertain whether a Baptizer wi gland. 
lawful Miniſter or, not. 5 | * the 
Mr. R. comes next to clear up the Chriſtianity of his Dioceſ a uncil, 
p. 49. TheCAVEAT had obſerved, * That his Lord/brp was 50 85 
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5 and Baptized in the Pariſh of St. Gregories, in Ap , 1655 3 


Ben which was in the Height of Cromnvel's Power : That ihe Eprſco- 


Men of the Presbyterian or Independent Perſwaſion. All this 
fore vers, That after 1651, the Liturgy was continually usd, and 


the Church of England; and that the Biſhop was Born in the 


be wi ine of Dr. Gillingham, or Dr. Hewit, who were both Epiſtupal 
1 57 Divines. On this Acconnt I would make a few Remarks. 
1 1. TIS own'd that Dr, Hewit was Miniſter of St. Gregories in 


8; but it by no Means follows that he was there in 55. On the 
ntrary, I hope to make it evident, by and by, that neither He 
cquali x Dr. Gilling ham could officiate there in the laſt mention d Year, 
nn ſe ms very evident to me, that the Biſhop himſelf knows not by 
ors ! bom he was Baptized: Or elſe his Chaplain, who ſent to London 


t pi 


fon r the Intelligence, would have named the Man who did it, and 
„ net Put us off with I and Ors, and left us at Uncertainties. 


2, Mr. R. conteſſes, That it appears by the Pariſh- Books, there 

ere many Changes of its Minifters : To which I may add, that 

Author who has conſulted the Publick Regiſter aſſures a Friend of 

fn Me, hes it cannot be found who was the Miniſter of St, Grego- 
es in 165 5. | | | 


Fan bat Mr. K. has advanced, the Teſtimony of a Divine of the 


d wrote his Lite. Having brought down his Hiſtory to the Lear 
955 he tells us, That Cromwel being now highly enraged agaiuſt 
e Loyal Party for their Endeavours for Hrs Majeſty's Reſtora- 
2 1 75 to diſcharge Part ef his Rage upon the Orthodox Cler- 


and ul for idding them under great Penalties to teach School, or to 
ht Ml rorm any Part of their Miniſterial Function. Wherenupon ſome. 
T7 the mo conſiderable Epiſcopal Clerg y in and about London, 


red my Lord Primate Uſher fo uſe his. Intereſt with Cromwel, 
u pretended à great Reſpect for him) that, as he granted Li- 
bud of Con ſcience to almoſt all ſorts of Religions, fo the Epiſco- 
vines might have the ſame Freedom of ſerving GOD in 
Itter M Private Congregations, ( ſince they were not permitted the 
eck 1 fo the Liturgy of the Church of 
„land. Ar firit, Crommel gave him ſome Hope of Succeſs : 
t at the ſecond Viſit, he told the A-Bp. he had conſulted with 
Dia Council, who tho't it not ſafe for him to grant Liberty of Con- 
was be "<< to that fort of Men, who were implacable Enemies to him, 


d his Government *. „Ts 
— — —— 


* Dr. Part's Life of 4 a Bp. Ulher, p. 75. 


hurch of r pr Dr. Parr, who was Chaplain to A- Bp. ſher, 


aul Miniſter was Sequeſter d for oppoſing the Parliament; and 
that the London Pulpits — at that Time, generally filPd with 


own'd by Mr. R. to be true in Matter of Fact: But to it he an- 


je Sacraments celebrated at St. Gregories, according to the Rites 


3 BUT to bring this Matter to ſome Iſſue; I will oppoſe to 


\- THIS was tranſafted in that very Near, in which theBiſhopy 
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Ea was Born andl Baptizedd. Thie Relation is given de by y 


= 
* 


eminent Divine then reſident in London. He aſſures N t 


» 
* 


Diſcopal Clergy were not at that Time permitted the publi ha 
e 83 as to read the Liturgy in * U 
gregation. Does Mr. R. then deſerve an Credit, when he of the 
tends, that the Liturgy was continually uſed in a Pariſn- Chu ene w. 

in the very Heart of the City, and under Crommels. Noſe} if thi 
the other hand, Is it not very likely that His Lord{hip had no ee from 
ther than Preſbyterian Baptiſm, which, in the Opinion of they 2 

| Reed, is none at all? At beſt, according to the Scheme of res, an 
Innovators, he can be but a Probable Chriſtian; and ſo ſtands i; and br 
as much need as the New Convert himſelf of having the Conditinhbught fit 
Form repeated over him. = .« 34.99 form, 1 

I might add, Theſe Sectaries have made it a very doubtful Ci the T 
whether they are not obliged in Conſcience to ſeparate from M udy in 
Communion of their own Dioceſan. *'Tis certain, that by the DilWatter be 
cipline of the Church of England, as well as of the Cath EC TI 
Church, an Unbaptized Perſon ought not to be admitted to Chnilionvince: 
ſtian Communion. If therefore His Lordſhip's Baptiſm be invalifMhjrinted : 
(as it is ten to one, according to their wild Notions, but it ee than! 
they are obliged, by their own Doctrine. to look upon him out than tha 
the Church, and theretore to have no Communion with hin thing. 
This Con equence flows unavoidably from their Uncharitable ne of a 
ciples. By following their own Scheme, they run themlelves ems, he 
the whole Church into unavoidable Confuſion. ore he ha 
SECTION X. As for the Univer/ity of Oxford 's wr d, he h 
That the Citizens of Geneva are a Church, and have valid Ae ſhoule 
ments, he confeſſes it; but adds, They thus expreſs themſelves op « thor: 
on their Flea of Unavoidable Neceſſity ; whereas there is not to tha 
Word | Uuavoidable} in all their Plea. Their Words are they | am pe 
We Tuan indeed ſuch Rites, as Neceſſity and the Govern" Anſwe 
© ment ot a Commonwealth require, And what is the Senſe nent doe 

t lis, but that one Form of Government makes an Hierarchy necel_Wid, or th 
y another #Farity. Accordingly the Genevans, being a KepubliWonteſs, a 
thought Tat, neceſſary, and moſt adapted to their Form of G ac 7; 
verninent, It cannot be underſtood of a» mavoidable Nec of th: 
2: Vir, K. expreſſes it, as if they long d to be relieved, and wilWWnity 25 7 
cui be aJterd, that they might ſet up Hierarchy: No ; for th tation a 
an alvays have been, far from believing that to be of em, is 
5112 leigt. And doubtleſs did they think it fo, they would ther una 
orc it, roewithſtanding the Incouvenience and Diſſiculty of 0 alreac 

Elteration. 9 | : 2663 2 cone nc 

+ 4 THER: Long before this pretended Plea of Unawidgf® : And 


ty, the moF celebrated of the Engliſß Diumes ow" Story 
02: /44ey and gave vilible Teſtimony to it, For while they Her Fat 


Y, which in the Oxford Terter is offer d as. an, Angument, | 
ar ic they were intirely of their Mind,” g. that the OW __ 
r had valid Sacraments. NE 8 pp 


> Of, if the Genevans were inexcuſable, the very Difference of our. 
no e from theirs would be a juſt and reaſonable Excuſe for us. 


vf Mr they are an Independant People, à Commonwealth of thems- 
of res, My if they pleas d, might fer up. Hierarchy atter any Mo- 
nds 1 


and bring it back as near to the Primitive Inſtitution as they 


ann pusht fit. But our Caſe is far gtherwiſe. We, if we would 
orm, muſt conform to the Model already ſet up, comply 
nei the Terms already made, and ſubmit to all the Injunctions 
m U eady in Force, and to we know not how many more that may 
he Ui eatter be added. þ —_ os | Re 
tholdE CT 1 ON XI. As for Mr. Walker, there is ſome Hope he 


myinced of his Error, ſince he utterly refuſeth to let any thing 
invalMjrinted in Vindication ot what he has done. He had more Pru- 
1 ice than Mr. R. and knew better what would bear. a Vindicati- 
out chan that , Man, who would not ſtick to vindicate: 

thing. As far as I can underſtand, Mr. Walker was leaſt to 
lep ne of any that were concern d in Mr. Reed's Baptiſm. For, 
ves a ems, he was decoy'd into the Intrigue, and what he did was 


own d, he had not ſtudied the Controverſy, Yet Mr. Reed tells 
Se hould ſay, That his being baptized in the Conditional Form, 
54 — Anſwer to the whole Caveat, and more particus 
not ii to that Paragraph of it that relates to him, If he did ſay 
Iam pegel e did not deſire Mr. R to print it. How is 
GovenW Anſwer to the whole CAVE AJ, Tbeſeech him? What Ar- 
Senſe nent does it deſtroy? Either they do allow our Baptiſm to be 
necehd, or they do not. If they do, then there is enough anſwer'd,, 
publicWonteſs, and to our Satisfaction If they do not, they as cer- 
1 of y act inconſiſtently with their own Prayers, contrary to the 


celui e of the whole Catholick Church, and render their own Chri- 
hy 25 precarious, as if they determin'd without Doubt or 


zor thWitation about it. Mr. Reed's N tized in the Condition- 
of m, is fo far from anſwering the C HV E A T, that it has put 


ould ther unanſwerable Object ion into our Mouths, as has been ob- 
ty of i'd »lready. | | 
one now to that Part of the Reply which relates to Mrs. 


for 


the Caſt of the FareignyChurchas 


ene the Diſſenters at home is ſo different, that hab will. exe. 
bu one will not exeuſe the other. And truly 1 think fo. too: 


ore he had Time to conſider: For, as he hath ſince honeſtly con- 


4: And T find Abundance of Pains taken to miſre preſent the 
es one Story of that Lady's Birth and Baptiſm. Mr. W. had told 
they „ Her Father, Mr. Wyat, was 4 Gentleman eminently zealous. 
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for the Nonconformifts Way of Warſhip And it might well qu 
be ſaid of him : For he was ſevere y Proſecuted even to B 


. 


ter it 
BUT | 


munication, and ſuffered very dearly from the Church i ” ”* * 
FV Rea] 
his firft VIife, who were baptized by the Church Miniſter, ach da 
1 Jo (as we have nothing but Mr. Reeds Word for it) Mr. ure, 
Ws has given us a good Reaſon for that, viz. He was a Church ſo; al 
8 himſelf before he married this Wife (And tho the Argument va duite 
. | have been as good had he gone no farther, yet, to ſhow be bu 
a forſooth, He muſt tellthe World ſhe was a Sæducer): Being tua either 

Fiore ſo lately come off, tis unde he might retain a Iittſem er, 
is Afﬀettion for the Church, than he ſaw Reaſon for afterward... UT i 
=! BT a fecondVVife (ſays he) he had Mrs. Snell —- By ati ton 
BY - Wife and his laft, he had another Child, which was alſo ba 4 rs 
EY according to the Form of the Church of England. Hence he e 
1 thus If the Iſſue by the firft and la fi 2 was ſo baptized, it Mr, Dr: 
1 not a greater almost Demonſtration than any Mr. W. has gu f #1 

a | that Mrs. Snell, who was born under the ſecond Marriage, 1 

1 alſo baptized the ſame way? I muſt needs ſay, to any one tl. © ir 
[1 was ſatisfied of Mr. R's Honeſty, and heard no more of the Stlli” n wy 
* than he was pony to relate, it would have look d pretty pla Th ed 
i ble: But to ſay My. Wyat had another Child by a third H Fi WI 
15 which was baptized after the Form of the Church of Engl , at 
K to abuſe the Reader, and inſinuate, as if he had but one Child uch as: 


expreſs? 
whe to i. 
[1 dare 1 
din it, 

ot prod 
a Part, 
PON 1 
ly {tem t 
Occafior 
me was tl 


* his third Wife, and that baptized according to the Rites oft 
= Church of England : Whereas neither of them is true. For 
* had frve, and not ane of em baptized fully according to the For 
mjoyn'd by that Church. The Account (as Madam YVjat her 
who is ſtil] living, gave it) is this, viz, Her firſt Son was bap! 
zed by Mr. Drake, a Diſſenting Miniſter, for which Mr. #j 
was ſeverely proſecuted in the Biſhop's Court at Wells, and, all 
great Expence for two Years, or more, an Excommunication coll 
out againſt him. The ſecond Son (who is the Child Mr. R. m 
tions) was born juſt after Monmouth was routed, Mr. Wyat 


Enemies had now a watchful Eye upon him and his Houſe, f 15 V 
no Diſſenting Miniſter d red to approach. Mr. Hill, whoſe ie of 
the Partih, profeſs'd a great Concern for Mr. Wyat's Troublf __ 
9 | 


and at laſt prevailed with him to let him haprize the Child in p 


vate, but without Godfather, or Sign of the Croſs. The til Iimick he 


vas baptized by a Diſſenter So were the reſt, All thoieti by NC 

were born ater Mrs. Snell, were baptized by Diſſenters, exo. © the 

only the fecond Son, who was baptized by Mr. Hill. Which WW * the 

not a Mutter of Chhalce, but of Neceffity ; and yet even then,] ® er, t] 
de, Mr. % was chliged to abate of his Terms, and bring it hag 

0 


dear 219 Baptiſuis as poſſible. I might ſafely leave it, I ſup 50 
to any that were not more than ordinarity prejudiced, to ff 


ized by a Diſſenter likewiſe. 


[1 

* 4 ; . 
1 
1 


„ epiſcopallj ordain'd, mott probably 

„ Reaſons, viz He was 4 Neighbour, well acquainted, and 

„ WY Wellington. Tis well theſe are a Woman's Reaſons :; | 

ire, it would have been ridiculous enough in Mr. R. to ar- | 

*. Tt and that, I 72 F he conſidered, yet would not leave | 
"8. quite out, (for, who knows? they. may catch one Fool or 

wut) but claps ent into a Parenthefis.; that is, they might have 

8 ether in or ot]; and truly ſo they might for any Good they. 

en or to end this Diſpute in one Word: There is now living in 

d. ieren one Mary, the Wife of George Burman, who was in 

of Mat's Family when My was born. She well -remem. | 

a and poſitively affirms, That this Gentlewoman was baptized ( 
eu Drake, 4 Nontonformif# Miniſter. 8 I 


TER all, Mr. R. cannot fee the Oddneſs of having one 
aptized to ſtand for 2 Witneſs at his Baptiſm. *Tis true, had 
Leg en done publickly, all the Congregation might have been Wit- 
on Ws of it : But, Where they choſe to do it priuately (which methinks 
« 00 other odd Circumſtance) and ſelected one or two ſpecial 


7 pla ac, who muſt be ſuppoſed to be heartieſt for the Cauſt, and 
y, at leaſt, as; it: To chooſe one that needed* 
land ady, at eaſt, as any to par it: Lo choo e one that need e 

ne uch as the Covert to be baptized, and that even before ſhe 


lenpreſsd her Deſire to it, and fo. could not have as much 
phe to it, as any of the virtuous and pious Catechumens, is, 
| dare ſay will appear, odd to any but thoſe who are con- 
+ bert 02 it, notwithſtanding Mr. Read's poor Apology., For he 
| ot produce an Inſtance of an baptized Perſon, who ated 
s W; a Part, ſince Chriſtianity had a Being. TER. | 
1 a8! ON the whole: The three Parſons concerned in this Bap. 
ne ſeem to be ſatisſied, that neither Godmother nor Godſon had 


on COU A 4 
Occaſion for a ſecond Baptiſm ; Only the playing ſuch 2 
* was the Way to expoſe Diſſenters to the Scorn of a few 


ug Bigots: And Mr. R. was a Cat's Foot and Tool fit to be WS: 
C TE > _ 

the Concluſion he is a perfect Eccho, which can repeat an 
ment, tho? it cannot argue But what little Reaſon he has 
imick here, I hope, the Reader is ſatisfied. | 


Nay IE has now done with his Remarks, and is ſo paſſionately in 
„ excel ub them, that he could not conclude without a Poſt ſcript, 
"wich ire the ancharitable VVorld, which had already imputed it 


other, that it was all, yes all, every Word, his own. I will tell 


. this tor his Satisfaction; All that I have met with, who have 
To the Pains to-read it through, were abundantly convinced, 
hell 
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heard bun fa | 


be Wone whozh 


99 5 lay c 
N or be 1 95 to d oo 
Reaſon, might have held his "ll he. 9 hap tze 
been lin ee l HRC 2800 a, 47 
tended to receive it t Gen . Ue And it i 
ſerv ing, that tho he has y N e ta, buyy, the; 
ers; yet, he admits to au ſuch '4s ave: 
have had onlyPreſbyterian 2 : 1 5 ($5. ay; © 2, DR 
THUS have Tdone with „And, I am fur; han 
have made it ppear, either more Irin, if L had oY | 
of ever inconcluſive andi N Reaſoning; nee _ 
| ting, if 1 ad minded every falſe. Concord,” or haſty E 
+ But. Td not reckon it a Credit to any Caufe to be 10: captih 
meanly critical. *Tis enough, that I have ſhown, that high 
Areuments' are ſuch as he cannot honeſtly plead for And 4 
it t be deterniind by his ow Ingeduty, e he's 
Fl itkly to Recaut. r Tn 
AND now, ſeeing he has quarreld Wirh bis 
his Right to the Collect; and ſeemg I can exp 
well without it; I am reſolved. 5 to be. 0 | 
Neither will I be beholden to their Litzey y 
Jow*damy Bible. I conclude eee . 
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